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House of Representatives

The House met at noon and was
called to order by the Speaker pro tem-
pore (Ms. TLAIB).

————

DESIGNATION OF SPEAKER PRO
TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Speaker:

WASHINGTON, DC,
March 16, 2021.

I hereby appoint the Honorable RASHIDA
TLAIB to act as Speaker pro tempore on this
day.

NANCY PELOSI,
Speaker of the House of Representatives.

———
MORNING-HOUR DEBATE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 4, 2021, the Chair will now recog-
nize Members from lists submitted by
the majority and minority leaders for
morning-hour debate.

The Chair will alternate recognition
between the parties, with time equally
allocated between the parties and each
Member other than the majority and
minority leaders and the minority
whip limited to 5 minutes, but in no
event shall debate continue beyond 1:50
p.m.

FACING CATASTROPHE ON
SOUTHERN BORDER

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Pennsylvania (Mr. JOYCE) for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. JOYCE of Pennsylvania. Madam
Speaker, despite what the Biden ad-
ministration would like the American
people to believe, our Nation is facing
a catastrophe on the southern border.

Last month alone, U.S. Border Pro-
tection officers encountered more than
100,000 migrants attempting to cross
the border illegally. This is a 173 per-
cent increase from last February.

Right now, the Office of Refugee Re-
settlement shelters that house unac-
companied migrant children are reach-
ing capacity. Our border agents are
being diverted from their posts to care
for record numbers of teenagers and
children who are illegally crossing our
border.

This escalating crisis is rooted right
here in Washington, D.C., more than
1,700 miles away from that border. As
we witness unprecedented groups of mi-
grants reaching the United States,
there is no question that the Presi-
dent’s weak border security stance has
heightened this so-called challenge.

By reversing the Trump administra-
tion’s actions to bolster security on
the southern border and halting con-
struction of the border wall, the cur-
rent administration is sending a clear
message to the world that America’s
border, unfortunately, is wide open.

Innocent people, and cartels and
human traffickers who prey upon
them, pay attention to what we say
here in Washington. Words have con-
sequences. Rhetoric has ramifications.

What is happening on the southern
border is both a humanitarian and se-
curity crisis. It is simply inhumane for
politicians to incentivize the dan-
gerous trek across Central America to
the southern border.

Those who attempt the journey face
treacherous conditions, gang violence,
and unthinkable danger. As my friend,
Republican leader KEVIN MCCARTHY,
said at the border just yesterday, ‘‘This
is human heartbreak.”

As the situation worsens, the limited
resources on the border are being
pulled away from protecting the Amer-
ican people. The Biden administration
is prioritizing illegal immigrants over
the American people. As U.S. Customs
and Border Protection leadership shifts
to caring for migrants, there are fewer
officers focusing on apprehending
threats.

This is not only a human trafficking
crisis; it is also a drug trafficking cri-

sis. The illicit drugs, including deadly
methamphetamine, cocaine, and
fentanyl, that come across the porous
southern border are killing Pennsylva-
nians in the streets of Altoona, Johns-
town, Bedford, Chambersburg, Gettys-
burg, and Somerset, and throughout
my district.

Just this weekend, Border Patrol
agents apprehended two individuals at-
tempting to smuggle nearly 8 pounds of
methamphetamine across the border.
By preventing these drugs from reach-
ing American communities, we likely
saved lives. What would have happened
if these suspects hadn’t been caught?

Clearly, we need more, and not less,
security on our southern border.

As our Nation continues to combat
the COVID-19 pandemic, Congress can-
not afford to stand back and allow the
border crisis to get even worse. We
need safer, stronger, and more secure
communities in Pennsylvania and
across the country.

Here is the truth: The border crisis
has consequences beyond the border.
Inaction is not the correct action. Bor-
der security is national security.

——
FAREWELL TO CONGRESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from
New Mexico (Ms. HAALAND) for 5 min-
utes.

Ms. HAALAND. Madam Speaker, I
rise today to deliver my final remarks
on the floor of the people’s House.

I am humbled to have spent the last
2 years in this Chamber, where I proud-
ly served New Mexico, alongside my
colleagues past and present in the New
Mexico delegation. I am thankful to
Senators MARTIN HEINRICH and BEN
RAY LUJAN, in particular, for helping
to build support for my confirmation,
and to former Senator Tom Udall for
his years of friendship and mentorship.

I love New Mexico. Not only is it my
home, where I raised my child, went to
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college, started a small business, and
started organizing, it is my ancestral
homeland.

As a 3bth-generation New Mexican,
and not unlike the other families with
roots in our State, I have a deep con-
nection to the land, air, and water that
sustains our communities. My ances-
tors settled there because they were
drawn to the once-mighty Rio Grande
and the sacred places that dot the
sandstone mesas and granite moun-
tains.

That is why I made the most of my
time in Congress. I spent every oppor-
tunity meeting with families, listening
to small business owners, learning
about our tech industry, connecting
with brave servicemembers and vet-
erans, and working to deliver for the
people.

When I was a little girl, none of this
crossed my mind as a possibility for
me. I wasn’t one of the students picked
out to apply to college. In fact, I didn’t
apply to college until I was 28. I was
constantly struggling to make ends
meet, and I raised my child as a single
mom.

Growing up, Native women rarely
held Federal leadership positions, and
now little girls everywhere will know
that they can run for Congress and win
and that this country holds promise for
everyone.

In fact, it is the unique experiences
and struggles that make good leaders
and why I became an organizer in the
first place. I believe that it is the fact
that I relied on food stamps to feed my
family that makes me qualified to ad-
vocate for families like mine. It is the
fact that I overcame addiction that
makes me qualified to help people who
are in their own struggles. It is the fact
that I know what it is like to be indige-
nous that makes me qualified to advo-
cate for our country to meet its trust
responsibility.

The beauty of this Chamber is that
each Member of Congress brings their
unique experiences to the table and ad-
vocates for the causes we know best.
With Speaker NANCY PELOSI’s brilliant
leadership, House Natural Resources
Committee Chair RAUL GRIJALVA’S wis-
dom, and House Armed Services Com-
mittee Chair ADAM SMITH’s guidance,
and all the leadership here in the
House, I had the opportunity to make a
real difference for communities every-
where by addressing climate change;
protecting voting rights; fighting for
racial, environmental, and economic
justice; and providing urgent COVID
relief for millions of people.

I am also thankful for the collabora-
tion and mentorship of my colleagues
across the aisle, including Representa-
tive ToMm COLE and the dean of the
House, DON YOUNG, and my colleagues
on the House Armed Services and Nat-
ural Resources Committees.

We worked in a bipartisan way to ad-
dress issues, including missing and
murdered indigenous women and ensur-
ing that our servicemen and -women
and military families have the re-
sources that they need.
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To my colleagues in the Tri-Caucus,
thank you for embracing the issues fac-
ing Native Americans and working to
address longstanding disparities in our
communities.

I am proud that, with the support of
my colleagues, several of my bills be-
came law: the Not Invisible Act; Rent
the Camo, a pilot program for pregnant
servicemembers in the 2021 NDAA; the
PROGRESS for Indian Tribes Act; pro-
visions from my Military Housing
Oversight and Servicemember Protec-
tion Act in the 2020 NDAA; the Native
American Business Incubators Act; and
the Veterans Affairs Tribal Advisory
Committee Act.

I thought I would have more time
here, but we are called to service in dif-
ferent ways.

Though I am excited to become the
first Native American Cabinet Sec-
retary in history, I am also sad to
leave this Chamber. As a twice-elected
Member of Congress, it has been both a
pleasure and privilege to serve along-
side you in our quest to improve the
lives of the American people.

I want each of you to know that I am
grateful for the knowledge you shared
with me, the friendship, and the work
we accomplished together, and I will
miss all of you dearly.

I wouldn’t be here today without my
extraordinary staff in Albuquerque and
here at the Capitol, the Natural Re-
sources Committee staff, and the House
Armed Services Committee staff. They
all put in very long hours on behalf of
our State and our country. My legisla-
tive accomplishments are also their ac-
complishments.

Additionally, thanks to all of the
staff who work right here on the floor,
whose dedication and experience keep
our Congress running. I am so grateful
to all of you.

To New Mexico, thank you. Thank
you to the activists, supporters, fami-
lies, and communities that make our
State an incredible place to call home.

———

CONGRATULATING JIM SCHMITT

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Florida (Mr. RUTHERFORD) for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. RUTHERFORD. Madam Speaker,
I rise today to congratulate Mr. Jim
Schmitt for being named Teacher of
the Year in Duval County.

Mr. Schmitt received this honor for
his work teaching global perspectives
and research at Mandarin High School.

Serving as a teacher for 28 years, Mr.
Schmitt has dedicated his career to im-
proving both student learning and the
methods teachers use to educate their
students.

During the COVID-19 pandemic, Mr.
Schmitt has demonstrated his leader-
ship ability by creating a discussion
forum for teachers to share strategies,
ensuring that teachers and students
are prepared to learn in an in-class or
online environment.

On behalf of the Fourth Congres-
sional District of Florida, I thank Mr.
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Schmitt for his dedication to educating
the students of northeast Florida and
for his commitment to the success of
his students and peers alike.
CONGRATULATING ALI PRESSEL

Mr. RUTHERFORD. Madam Speaker,
I rise today to congratulate Ms. Ali
Pressel for being named Teacher of the
Year in St. Johns County.

Ms. Pressel received this honor for
her work teaching biology and agri-
culture at Creekside High School.

As a teacher for more than 15 years,
Ms. Pressel worked tirelessly to help
bring exciting educational opportuni-
ties in STEM to her students and to en-
courage them to engage their curi-
osity.

The philosophy that guides Ms.
Pressel’s work is that all students
should have limitless opportunities to
make connections in their commu-
nities through exploration and dis-
covery.

On behalf of the Fourth Congres-
sional District of Florida, I thank Ms.
Pressel for her dedication to educating
the students of northeast Florida and
for her commitment to the success of
her students and peers alike.

CONGRATULATING KRISTAN CRONIN

Mr. RUTHERFORD. Madam Speaker,
I rise today to congratulate Ms.
Kristan Cronin for being named Teach-
er of the Year in Nassau County.

Ms. Cronin received this honor for
her work teaching fourth grade math,
science, and social studies at Wildlight
Elementary School.

Ms. Cronin has been a teacher for 17
years and is committed to guiding her
students as they recognize and develop
their talents and abilities. Ms. Cronin
creates a hands-on work environment
for her students to succeed, develops a
love for knowledge, and helps them
apply what they have learned to every-
day life.

On behalf of the Fourth Congres-
sional District of Florida, I thank Ms.
Cronin for her dedication to educating
the students of northeast Florida and
for her commitment to the success of
her students and peers alike.

——
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COMMONSENSE SOLUTIONS TO
GUN VIOLENCE CRISIS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from
Illinois (Ms. UNDERWOOD) for 5 minutes.

Ms. UNDERWOOD. Madam Speaker, I
rise to call on our colleagues in the
Senate to swiftly pass H.R. 8, the Bi-
partisan Background Checks Act; and
H.R. 1446, the Enhanced Background
Checks Act.

These bills are bipartisan, common-
sense solutions to our Nation’s gun vio-
lence crisis. Together, they accomplish
what the vast majority of Americans
want, to keep guns out of the wrong
hands. I was proud to cosponsor both
bills and vote for them when they
passed the House last week. Now it is
time for the Senate to take action.
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In 2020, the Gun Violence Archive re-
ported more than 40,000 deaths caused
by gun violence, including over 1,300
children. Yet, despite the fact that gun
violence continues to rise—and 90 per-
cent of Americans, including 80 percent
of gun owners support universal back-
ground checks—Republicans in Con-
gress have spent years blocking bipar-
tisan legislation to close our biggest
loopholes and keep our communities
safe.

Gun violence is preventable, yet it is
such a tragically routine occurrence in
this country that every community has
a story. Mine is no exception.

I recently joined the Aurora Histor-
ical Society in Illinois to pay tribute
to the five people murdered and the
seven heroic first responders who were
injured 2 years ago during a shooting
at the Henry Pratt Company.

The mayor of Aurora, Richard Irvin,
said after the shooting that ‘‘we as a
society cannot allow these horrific acts
to become commonplace.”

Yet, absurdly, we have already
reached the point in which this un-
speakable tragedy in Illinois is not
even America’s most lethal mass
shooting in a town named Aurora. So I
call on my colleagues in the Senate to
take action with us so that our chil-
dren can someday live in a country in
which gun violence is no longer com-
monplace.

Madam Speaker, as a nurse, I am
thrilled that, in 2019, we finally di-
rected Federal funding toward public
health research on gun violence, for
the first time in two decades. This type
of research is critical for evidence-
based policymaking, and I will keep
fighting to make sure that that fund-
ing continues. But studying the prob-
lem is just the first step in our work to
solve it. It is already past time to
make simple changes that we already
know work.

Madam Speaker, background checks
are a simple, effective way to keep
guns out of the wrong hands. A 1995
Connecticut law requiring background
checks for firearm purchases was asso-
ciated with a 40 percent decline in gun
homicides and a 15 percent drop in gun
suicides. Meanwhile, when Missouri re-
pealed a similar law in 2007, gun homi-
cides jumped by 23 percent, while fire-
arm suicides rose by 16 percent. Homi-
cides and suicides by other means
stayed flat in both States; only gun vi-
olence changed.

I wish all our public health crises had
such a clear, straightforward solution.

Madam Speaker, H.R. 8 would require
a lifesaving background check for
every gun sale, while H.R. 1446 would
give the FBI more time to complete
those checks before a single sale goes
through. These bills would not add any
new restrictions on who can buy a gun
or what kind of gun that they can
have. Rather, it would make it easier
to enforce our existing gun laws and
stop guns from being sold to people
who are already prohibited from own-
ing one.
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Madam Speaker, I am not willing to
wait for the next murderer to attack
the next church in the next Charleston.
I am not willing to wait for the next
angry employee to murder his cowork-
ers at the next Henry Pratt in the next
Aurora, Illinois. I am not willing to
wait for the next Aurora, Colorado, or
the next Pulse Nightclub, or the next
Parkland, or the next Tree of Life, or
the next Sandy Hook. I am also not
willing to wait for more women to be
murdered by their abusers, or for more
children to be lost to gun violence.

I am done waiting. My constituents
are done waiting. Enough is enough.

Americans deserve to feel safe in
their schools, in their houses of wor-
ship, in their movie theaters, in their
workplaces, and in their homes. We can
no longer live in a country where any
building can so easily become a battle-
field.

Madam Speaker, my colleagues and I
in the House voted last week for a safer
future for our children. Now I call on
my colleagues in the Senate to save
lives and send H.R. 8 and H.R. 1446 to
the President’s desk.

———

RECESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair
declares the House in recess until 2
p.m. today.

Accordingly (at 12 o’clock and 19
minutes p.m.), the House stood in re-
cess.

O 1400
AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker pro
tempore (Ms. STEVENS) at 2 p.m.

——
PRAYER

The Chaplain, the Reverend Margaret
Grun Kibben, offered the following
prayer:

Gracious God, as we approach an-
other week of legislation, we pray with
the psalmist Your favor on each leader
in this Chamber. Endow them with
Your righteousness, that the judg-
ments of their hearts and the words of
their mouths will demonstrate Your
defense of the disheartened.

Grant them an understanding of Your
perfect justice, that their legislation
would reflect Your deep affection for
those in need of Your salvation. May
the words we speak to one another and
the motions put forward be as refresh-
ing as rain on a mown field. And may
their decisions, their actions, and their
passionate hearts serve this Nation as
showers watering the earth.

Bless each and all of us that in all we
say, in all that we do, in everything we
accomplish this week would give honor
to Your glorious name.

We offer this prayer to You in the
strength of that name.

Amen.
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THE JOURNAL

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to section 11(a) of House Resolu-
tion 188, the Journal of the last day’s
proceedings is approved.

———
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the
gentleman from North Carolina (Mr.
MURPHY) come forward and lead the
House in the Pledge of Allegiance.

Mr. MURPHY of North Carolina led
the Pledge of Allegiance as follows:

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God,
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all.

————

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair will entertain up to 15 requests
for 1-minute speeches on each side of
the aisle.

———

SUPPORT THE NUTRITION CARE
ACT

(Ms. BLUNT ROCHESTER asked and
was given permission to address the
House for 1 minute.)

Ms. BLUNT ROCHESTER. Madam
Speaker, March is National Nutrition
Month, and I am proud to join my col-
leagues, Representatives JuDY CHU and
JACKIE WALORSKI, in leading H.R. 1551,
the Nutrition Counseling Aiding Re-
covery for Eating Disorders Act, or the
Nutrition CARE Act for short.

Madam Speaker, eating disorders ac-
count for one death every 52 minutes
and can impact the lives of individuals
across their lifespan. This mental ill-
ness does not discriminate, but long-
standing health inequities, implicit
bias, and stigma contribute to why
people of color with eating disorders
are half as likely to be diagnosed or to
receive treatment.

The Nutrition CARE Act would pro-
vide Medicare part B coverage for med-
ical nutrition therapy for beneficiaries
with eating disorders, meaning hun-
dreds of thousands of Medicare bene-
ficiaries who identify as Black, indige-
nous, or people of color would have
coverage of a key treatment compo-
nent.

Madam Speaker, I am proud to help
lead this effort, and I urge my col-
leagues to cosponsor H.R. 1551 and
bring it to the floor of this Congress.

———
CRISIS AT OUR BORDERS

(Mr. MURPHY of North Carolina
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute.)

Mr. MURPHY of North Carolina.
Madam Speaker, as we speak, at Presi-
dent Biden’s behest, thousands of mi-
grants are crossing our border illegally
and being detained in facilities that
are well over capacity.

Besides the many adults, the real vic-
tims are the thousands of unaccom-
panied migrant children, many being
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sent by drug cartels to this country.
These children are often used by car-
tels to smuggle drugs or money, and
many are being sold into essential slav-
ery with the promise of easy and safe
passage to the U.S.

Does the President not care about
the problem of juvenile human traf-
ficking occurring at the border?

For years, Democrats and media
types slammed the Trump administra-
tion for keeping Kkids in cages. Their
righteous indignation is conspicuously
absent from today’s discourse, as they
are now referring euphemistically in
the press to the ‘“‘migrant detention
centers.” Amazingly, you have to have
a negative COVID test to fly into the
country, but you can be COVID-posi-
tive and enter illegally.

Madam Speaker, the basic reality is
this: We need to know who is in our
country. We are a country of laws.
“Catch and release’ has now become a
national security threat. Even CNN is
calling this a crisis.

I urge the Biden administration to
admit this is a crisis and fix the prob-
lem it has caused.

CONGRATULATING BOYDEN-HULL
AND WESTERN CHRISTIAN
SCHOOLS

(Mr. FEENSTRA asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. FEENSTRA. Madam Speaker, 1
rise today to celebrate something that
hasn’t happened in Iowa for over 110
years.

Last Friday night, two schools from
the same community met in the Boys
Class 2A State Basketball Champion-
ship. It just so happened that the two
schools are from my hometown, Hull,
Iowa, a community of 2,500 people. The
game was an incredible game where
Western Christian ended up winning by
6 points at the end.

With this win, Wolfpack, from West-
ern Christian, set another record, being
the first school to have 10 State cham-
pionships in the State.

Congratulations to Boyden-Hull on
an incredible season, and congratula-
tions to Western Christian on being the
2A State Champions of Iowa. Both
teams make me proud. Both teams
make Iowa proud. Both teams make
Hull proud.

Madam Speaker, I can truly say this:
Hull, Iowa, is the capital of basketball
in Iowa.

RECOGNIZING LEW COHEN AND
MAGNES GLENN

(Mr. SESSIONS asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. SESSIONS. Madam Speaker, one
month ago, the entire State of Texas
was blanketed with a polar vortex that
plunged temperatures to single digits
for over 120 hours. Six inches of ice,
combined with nine inches of snow,
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were common as far south as San Anto-
nio, Texas. Within a day, all 254 coun-
ties in Texas were under a State and
Federal emergency declaration.

Madam Speaker, I rise today to give
thanks to heroes who heard and saw
this crisis and did something about it.

Two heroes—Chairman Lew Cohen,
and his partner, Magnes Glenn, from
Hawaiian Springs Water—sprung into
action. A simple call as a result of our
friendship resulted in over 8,000 water
bottles being shipped to Leon County,
Texas; and 8,500 bottles of water being
shipped to Freestone County, Texas.

Help they were. Thank you to so
many who were just like these two he-
roes who helped Texas in her time of
need.

———

COMMEMORATING K9 VETERANS
DAY

(Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute and to re-
vise and extend his remarks.)

Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania.
Madam Speaker, I rise today to recog-
nize this past Saturday, March 13, as
K9 Veterans Day, an opportunity to
commemorate the working dogs that
support our men and women in uni-
form.

This year marks the 79th anniversary
of the establishment of the K9 Corps.
In 1942, following the attack on Pearl
Harbor, the Army began training for
the K9 Corps, originally known as the
War Dog Program. In the years that
passed, the K9 Corps has become a vital
part of our Armed Forces operations.

Perhaps one of the well-known mili-
tary K9s is Conan, whose efforts led to
the success of the 2019 al-Baghdadi
raid.

Following their service, these retired
dogs often serve as support animals to
servicemembers who may be suffering
from PTSD and other disabilities, both
mental and physical.

Madam Speaker, our veterans can
greatly benefit from the assistance and
companionship that a dog provides, and
our K9 veterans benefit from their new-
found forever homes. Our K9 veterans
have served our country, and they, too,
deserve to be honored for their service.

———

COMMUNICATION FROM THE
CLERK OF THE HOUSE

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Clerk of the House of
Representatives:

OFFICE OF THE CLERK,
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
Washington, DC, March 16, 2021.
Hon. NANCY PELOSI,
Speaker, House of Representatives,
Washington, DC.

DEAR MADAM SPEAKER: Pursuant to the
permission granted in Clause 2(h) of Rule II
of the Rules of the U.S. House of Representa-
tives, the Clerk received the following mes-
sage from the Secretary of the Senate on
March 16, 2021, at 11:24 a.m.:

Appointments:
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Chairman of the Senate Delegation to the
Canada-U.S. Interparliamentary Group con-
ference during the 117th Congress.

United States Senate Caucus on Inter-
national Narcotics Control.

Vice Chairman of the Senate Delegation to
the Canada-U.S. Interparliamentary Group
conference during the 117th Congress.

Senate National Security Working Group
for the 117th Congress.

With best wishes, I am,

Sincerely,
CHERYL L. JOHNSON,
Clerk.

———

RESIGNATION FROM THE HOUSE
OF REPRESENTATIVES

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following resigna-
tion from the House of Representa-
tives:

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
March 16, 2021.
Hon. NANCY PELOSI,
Speaker of the House,
Washington DC.

DEAR SPEAKER PELOSI: A short time from
now, I will be sworn in as the 54th Secretary
of the U.S. Department of the Interior. As
such, I respectfully offer my resignation
from the seat representing New Mexico’s 1st
Congressional District in the United States
House of Representatives effective imme-
diately.

I am excited to become the first Native
American cabinet secretary in history, al-
though I also feel a sense of sadness in pre-
paring for this new role. As a twice elected
member of Congress, it has been the pleasure
and privilege of a lifetime to serve alongside
you and my colleagues in our quest to im-
prove the lives of the American people and
find ways to both protect and advance the
greatest democracy in history.

As the daughter of a 30-year combat Ma-
rine who grew up traveling our country, and
a single mom who relied on food stamps to
get by, I never imagined a day like this. I am
grateful for my time here in the House. I am
grateful for the love and support of many
people, and most notably, I am a proud New
Mexican.

As a volunteer, activist, and organizer for
more than twenty years, it was my proudest
professional moment to be elected as one of
the first two Native American women to
serve in Congress. I feel immensely satisfied
to have been a part of what our Democratic
House Majority accomplished in a short pe-
riod of time. With your brilliant leadership,
I have had the opportunity to help move leg-
islation forward on critical issues like cli-
mate change, voting rights, racial and eco-
nomic justice, and most recently COVID re-
lief for millions of Americans. I'm also proud
to have worked in a bipartisan manner to
help address the crisis of Missing and Mur-
dered Indigenous Women and ensure the men
and women serving in our nation’s military
and their families have the support they
need. The professional alliances and personal
friendships I have made during my time in
the People’s House will last a lifetime.

I know that my work as a member of the
Natural Resources Committee and as Chair
of the Subcommittee on National Parks,
Forests, and Public Lands has helped prepare
me for my new role in the Biden Administra-
tion, and I am grateful to my colleagues for
those opportunities. The honor and responsi-
bility that President Biden has bestowed on
me to serve the country in this way is pro-
found, humbling, and exhilarating.

Many thanks to you and all of my col-
leagues for your support and your friendship.
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I will miss serving in the House, and I look
forward to building back better together.
Sincerely,
DEBRA A. HAALAND.

Hon. MAGGIE TOULOUSE OLIVER,
New Mexico Secretary of State,
Santa Fe, NM.

DEAR SECRETARY TOULOUSE OLIVER: Effec-
tive immediately, I have resigned my seat in
the U.S. House of Representatives rep-
resenting the 1st Congressional District of
New Mexico. Enclosed is a copy of my letter
of resignation to the Speaker of the House,
Nancy Pelosi, which was hand delivered
today.

As a 3bth generation New Mexican, serving
the people of the 1st Congressional District
has been an honor. My selection by President
Joe Biden as Secretary of the Interior and
confirmation by the Senate will allow me to
continue to serve New Mexicans and all
Americans.

Thank you for your leadership of our great
State.

Sincerely,
DEBRA A. HAALAND.

———

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
clause 5(d) of rule XX, the Chair an-
nounces to the House that, in light of
the resignation of the gentlewoman
from New Mexico (Ms. HAALAND), the
whole number of the House is 430.

——
RECESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair
declares the House in recess subject to
the call of the Chair.

Accordingly (at 2 o’clock and 13 min-
utes p.m.), the House stood in recess.

———
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AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker pro
tempore (Mr. BEYER) at 3 o’clock and 2
minutes p.m.

———

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, the Chair
will postpone further proceedings
today on motions to suspend the rules
on which the yeas and nays are or-
dered.

The House will resume proceedings
on postponed questions at a later time.

———

AWARDING THREE CONGRES-
SIONAL MEDALS TO UNITED
STATES CAPITOL POLICE AND
THOSE WHO PROTECTED THE
U.S. CAPITOL ON JANUARY 6, 2021

Ms. WATERS. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 1085) to award three congres-
sional gold medals to the United States
Capitol Police and those who protected
the U.S. Capitol on January 6, 2021, as
amended.
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The Clerk read the title of the bill.
The text of the bill is as follows:
H.R. 1085

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. FINDINGS.

The Congress finds the following:

(1) Every day, the United States Capitol
Police (‘‘Capitol Police’’) protects the U.S.
Capitol, Members of Congress, congressional
staff and institutional staff, journalists, and
the visiting public.

(2) On January 6, 2021, a mob of insurrec-
tionists forced its way into the U.S. Capitol
building and congressional office buildings
and engaged in acts of vandalism, looting,
and violently attacked Capitol Police offi-
cers.

(3) The sacrifice of heroes including Cap-
itol Police Officers Brian Sicknick and How-
ard Liebengood, Metropolitan Police Depart-
ment Officer Jeffrey Smith, and those who
sustained injuries, and the courage of Cap-
itol Police Officer Eugene Goodman, exem-
plify the patriotism and the commitment of
Capitol Police officers, and those of other
law enforcement agencies, to risk their lives
in service of our country.

(4) Up to seven Americans died following
this violent attack, and more than 140 law
enforcement officers suffered physical inju-
ries, including 15 officers who were hospital-
ized.

(5) The desecration of the U.S. Capitol,
which is the temple of our American Democ-
racy, and the violence targeting Congress are
horrors that will forever stain our Nation’s
history.

SEC. 2. CONGRESSIONAL GOLD MEDALS.

(a) PRESENTATION AUTHORIZATION.—The
Speaker of the House of Representatives and
the President pro tempore of the Senate
shall make appropriate arrangements for the
presentation, on behalf of the Congress, of
three gold medals of appropriate design to
the United States Capitol Police and those
who protected the U.S. Capitol on January 6,
2021.

(b) DESIGN AND STRIKING.—For the pur-
poses of the award referred to in subsection
(a), the Secretary of the Treasury (hereafter
in this Act referred to as the ‘‘Secretary”’)
shall strike gold medals with suitable em-
blems, devices, and inscriptions, to be deter-
mined by the Secretary.

(c) DISPOSITION OF MEDALS.—Following the
award of the gold medals under subsection
(a):

(1) USCP HEADQUARTERS.—One gold medal
shall be given to the United States Capitol
Police, so that the medal may be displayed
at the headquarters of the United States
Capitol Police and made available for re-
search, as appropriate.

(2) DC METROPOLITAN POLICE DEPARTMENT
HEADQUARTERS.—One gold medal shall be
given to the Metropolitan Police Depart-
ment of the District of Columbia, so that the
medal may be displayed at the headquarters
of the Metropolitan Police Department and
made available for research, as appropriate.

(3) SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION.—

(A) IN GENERAL.—One gold medal shall be
given to the Smithsonian Institution, where
it shall be available for display as appro-
priate and available for research.

(B) PLAQUE.—In displaying the gold medal
given under subparagraph (A), the Smithso-
nian Institution shall display the medal with
a plaque that lists the other law enforcement
agencies that participated in protecting the
U.S. Capitol on January 6, 2021.

(C) SENSE OF THE CONGRESS.—It is the sense
of the Congress that the Smithsonian Insti-
tution should make the gold medal given
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under subparagraph (A) available for display
elsewhere, particularly at appropriate loca-
tions associated with the protection of the
U.S. Capitol on January 6, 2021.

SEC. 3. DUPLICATE MEDALS.

The Secretary may strike and sell dupli-
cates in bronze of the gold medals struck
pursuant to section 2 under such regulations
as the Secretary may prescribe, at a price
sufficient to cover the cost thereof, includ-
ing labor, materials, dies, use of machinery,
and overhead expenses.

SEC. 4. SENSE OF CONGRESS.

It is the sense of the Congress that the
United States Mint should expedite produc-
tion of the gold medals and duplicate medals
under this Act, so that the sacrifices of fall-
en officers and their families, and the con-
tributions of other law enforcement agencies
who answered the call of duty on January 6,
2021, can be recognized and honored in a
timely manner.

SEC. 5. NATIONAL MEDALS.

Medals struck pursuant to this Act are na-
tional medals for the purposes of chapter 51
of title 31, United States Code.

SEC. 6. DETERMINATION OF BUDGETARY EF-
FECTS.

The budgetary effects of this Act, for the
purpose of complying with the Statutory
Pay-As-You-Go Act of 2010, shall be deter-
mined by reference to the latest statement
titled ‘‘Budgetary Effects of PAYGO Legisla-
tion” for this Act, submitted for printing in
the Congressional Record by the Chairman of
the House Budget Committee, provided that
such statement has been submitted prior to
the vote on passage.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentlewoman from
California (Ms. WATERS) and the gen-
tleman from Kentucky (Mr. BARR) each
will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from California.

GENERAL LEAVE

Ms. WATERS. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days in which to
revise and extend their remarks on this
legislation and to insert extraneous
material thereon.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from California?

There was no objection.

Ms. WATERS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1
minute to the gentlewoman from Cali-
fornia (Ms. PELOSI), the distinguished
Speaker of the House, who is also the
sponsor of this legislation.

Ms. PELOSI. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentlewoman from California for
her leadership in bringing this legisla-
tion to the floor where we can recog-
nize the patriotism and heroism of
members of the Capitol Police force,
and I thank her for facilitating this
honor.

This usually takes a much longer pe-
riod of time, but because of the gentle-
woman from California, the chair of
the Financial Services Committee, this
is on a faster track, and it needs to be.

As you know, Mr. Speaker, January 6
was one of the darkest and deadliest
days in American history. The waging
of the violent insurrection against the
United States Capitol and our very de-
mocracy on that day was a profound
horror that nearly defies comprehen-
sion.
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That day, the country witnessed the
gleeful desecration of our temple of de-
mocracy. We observed Members of Con-
gress flee for their lives, as staff and
support workers barricaded behind
doors and hid under furniture.

We saw how over 140 members of law
enforcement were physically harmed
while defending our democracy and
how several lost their lives.

January 6 was a day of horror and
heartbreak. But because of these cou-
rageous men and women, it was also a
moment of extraordinary heroism.

That day, the United States Capitol
Police force put themselves between us
and the violence. They risked their
safety and their lives for others with
the utmost selflessness, and they did so
because they were patriots, the type of
Americans who heard the call to serve
and answered it, putting country above
self:

Heroes like Capitol Police Officer
Brian Sicknick, described by his broth-
er as someone who ‘‘spent his life try-
ing to help other people.” Our sym-
pathies go out to his family.

Heroes like Capitol Police Officer
Howie Liebengood, honored as ‘‘an ex-
ample of selfless service’’ and beloved
by Senators for being ‘‘one of the most
kindest and thoughtful people’” they
had ever met. Our sympathies as well.

Heroes like Metropolitan Police Offi-
cer Jeffrey Smith, a 12-year veteran of
the force, known by all as the type of
officer who would never hesitate to
help those in need. He made that sac-
rifice.

Heroes like Metropolitan Police Offi-
cer Daniel Hodges, whom I had the
privilege of meeting and thanking, who
was beaten and crushed nearly to
death, who said about protecting our
democracy on January 6: “If it wasn’t
my job, I would have done it for free.”

Heroes like Capitol Police Officer Eu-
gene Goodman. We all saw his heroism
as he drew the mob away from Sen-
ators, saving lives, again, in an act of
profound heroism.

May the courage of these heroes al-
ways remain an inspiration to us, and
may we always remember the valor of
the fallen, which made them martyrs
for our democracy.

I feel very honored to be sponsoring
this legislation. The Speaker rarely
sponsors legislation, certainly cospon-
sors hardly ever.

Today, united in grief and gratitude,
the House is honoring these heroes as
we pass legislation to bestow upon
them the Congressional Gold Medal,
the highest honor this Congress can
give.

The service of our men and women in
uniform of the Capitol Police force and
other services that day brings honor to
our democracy, and their accepting
this medal will bring luster to this
award.

Over 300 Members of Congress have
already cosponsored this legislation in
a Dbipartisan fashion, including Mr.
MCCARTHY and Mr. SCALISE, the Repub-
lican leadership, and that is a tribute
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to the great respect that we all have
for the Capitol Police force.

We also saw that respect reflected in
the presence of so many distinguished
leaders who came to the Capitol when
Officer Brian Sicknick was honored
with a lying-in-state ceremony in the
rotunda. Among those leaders was the
President of the United States, Joe
Biden, and Dr. Biden as well.

Let me end by returning to January
6. That day was also the Feast of the
Epiphany, a holy day of revelation in
the church. It remains my hope that
that day of violence will provide a rev-
elation of healing for our Nation.

In a spirit of healing, that evening,
as the House returned to the Chamber
to complete our duty to the Constitu-
tion and to the American people to
validate the election, I invoked the
Song of St. Francis, the patron saint of
the city I am proud to represent, San
Francisco. The Song of St. Francis is
the anthem of our city.

Lord, make me a channel of Thy peace.
Where there is darkness, let me bring light;
Where there is hatred, let me bring love;
Where there is despair, let me bring hope.

We were blessed by the heroism of
our law enforcement officers that day
when they brought light, hope, love,
and peace to our grieving Nation.

The Congress promises the families
that we will always remember, as we
have remembered Gibson and Chestnut.
Every year, we honor them for the sac-
rifice they made to protect this Capitol
and our democracy. As we always re-
member and honor their service, with
this legislation we will ensure that
their heroism will be forever etched in
the history of our country.

I urge a huge bipartisan vote on this
legislation. I thank the distinguished
chairwoman for enabling us to bring
this to the floor, affording us that
honor to associate ourselves with the
heroism of the U.S. Capitol Police.

Mr. BARR. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of H.R.
1085, a bill to award Congressional Gold
Medals to the United States Capitol
Police and those who protected the
Capitol on January 6, 2021.

I thank Speaker PELOSI for bringing
this legislation to the floor in a timely
manner, and I thank the chairwoman
of the Financial Services Committee,
my friend, the gentlewoman from Cali-
fornia (Ms. WATERS).

What happened to this institution on
January 6 was horrific. This building is
a working monument to our Nation’s
Founding Fathers and our principles. It
is a testament to the freedoms we hold
dear.

Mr. Speaker, the brave men and
women who stood and faced danger on
January 6 deserve to be recognized for
their actions. Without their coura-
geousness, many of us here today could
have been seriously injured or worse.
When I say ‘‘us,”” Mr. Speaker, I don’t
just mean Members of Congress. I mean
the staff; I mean the administrative
personnel and peaceful visitors.
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Once H.R. 1085 is enacted, a Congres-
sional Gold Medal will be displayed at
the U.S. Capitol Police headquarters,
another will be displayed at the D.C.
Metropolitan Police headquarters, and
the third will be given to the Smithso-
nian Institution, so everyone who vis-
its D.C. will be reminded of the bravery
shown that day.

We have seen bravery from the Cap-
itol Police many times before. January
24, 1998, we were reminded of Officers
Chestnut and Gibson; a few years ago,
on a baseball field, Crystal Griner and
Special Agent David Bailey. These men
and women are heroic. They put their
lives in danger, and January 6 was cer-
tainly no exception to that.

I speak for all of my colleagues when
I say thank you. Thank you to each
and every officer who was here on Jan-
uary 6. Your bravery will not be forgot-
ten. The U.S. Capitol Police and those
who protected us on January 6 deserve
Congressional Gold Medals.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
support this bill, and I reserve the bal-
ance of my time.

Ms. WATERS. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, every day the men and
women of the United States Capitol
Police protect the United States Cap-
itol. They protect us; they protect our
staff; and they protect journalists and
other visitors who come into the peo-
ple’s House.

On January 6, 2021, the United States
Capitol building was attacked by
armed insurrectionists who attacked
Capitol Police Officers and engaged in
acts of looting and vandalism.

On that day, we witnessed the cour-
age, patriotism, and commitment to
service exemplified by Members of the
Capitol Police, Metropolitan Police,
and other law enforcement agencies,
who risked their lives and sustained in-
juries as they sought to protect those
trapped in the Capitol.

We honor these officers who sus-
tained injuries in the line of duty, and
we honor the sacrifices of heroes, in-
cluding Capitol Police Officers Brian
Sicknick and Howard Liebengood and
Metropolitan Police Department Offi-
cer Jeffrey Smith. And, finally, we
honor Capitol Police Officer Eugene
Goodman, whose quick thinking and
selfless action undoubtedly saved the
lives of many.

This legislation authorizes the De-
partment of Treasury to mint three
Congressional Gold Medals to be given
to the United States Capitol Police,
Metropolitan Police Department of the
District of Columbia, and the Smithso-
nian Institution, so that we may never
forget the valor and courage displayed
by the brave men and women who pro-
tected the Capitol on January 6, 2021.

I thank Speaker PELOSI for intro-
ducing this bill. This is one of the most
important bills that we could ever put
before the Congress of the TUnited
States, and I urge Members to vote
“yes.”

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.



March 16, 2021

Mr. BARR. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the
balance of my time.
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Ms. WATERS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentlewoman from the
District of Columbia (Ms. NORTON).

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I rise to
honor the police who are to receive
Congressional Gold Medals: The U.S.
Capitol Police, the Metropolitan Police
Department of the District of Colum-
bia, and the other law enforcement
agencies that participated in pro-
tecting the Capitol on January 6, 2021.

The insurrection that day halted the
final leg of congressional business de-
claring Joe Biden President of the
United States. Yet, Congress was able
to continue with its business that
evening and early the next morning be-
cause of the help of the law enforce-
ment officers we honor here today.

Then-President Donald Trump urged
the crowd to the Capitol and delayed
using his authority to deploy the D.C.
National Guard in the country’s mo-
ment of crisis. As a result, I have re-
introduced a bill that would give the
mayor of the District of Columbia con-
trol over the D.C. National Guard, and
I am hopeful that this bill will be
brought to the floor during this Con-
gress.

It cannot be forgotten that the dam-
age done would have been worse were it
not for the Metropolitan Police Depart-
ment, our local police, funded by D.C.
taxpayers, who were was responsible
for indispensable intervention when
most Federal police forces did not ap-
pear, saving lives at the Capitol on
January 6. I appreciate this recogni-
tion for the work of our local police
force. An important way to reward
them would be to ensure that the peo-
ple they protect in the Nation’s capital
are given full and equal rights by pass-
ing the D.C. statehood bill.

Congratulations again to the Metro-
politan Police Department of the Dis-
trict of Columbia, the U.S. Capitol Po-
lice, and the other law enforcement
agencies on these congressional gold
medals, which are well deserved for the
protection they provided to our democ-
racy on January 6.

Mr. BARR. Madam Speaker, once
again, we are reminded of the dangers
that law enforcement face every single
day, and January 6 was one of those
days.

Our thoughts and prayers continue to
go out to the family of Brian Sicknick,
a true hero to our country, a great em-
blem of the bravery and heroism of the
Capitol Hill Police. Again, he will be
remembered fondly by this institution
and by the American people for his sac-
rifice for freedom.

Madam Speaker, I reserve the bal-
ance of my time.

Ms. WATERS. Madam Speaker, I
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from
Virginia (Mr. BEYER).

Mr. BEYER. Madam Speaker, I rise
today in support of H.R. 1085, awarding
three Congressional Gold Medals to the
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law enforcement agencies and officers
who protected the Capitol during the
armed assault on January 6, 2021.

The bravery displayed by the U.S.
Capitol Police, Metropolitan Police De-
partment, and other responding agen-
cies helped save countless lives that
day. Two heroes who were there that
day were my constituents, and ulti-
mately they lost their lives as a result
of the attack.

United States Capitol Police Officer
Brian D. Sicknick died from the phys-
ical injuries he sustained while engag-
ing with the attackers on January 6.
His face was drenched at close range by
bear spray.

Metropolitan Police Officer Jeffrey
Smith, who responded to the attack at
the Capitol from Georgetown, who was
dragged into the mob and beaten, died
by suicide just a few days later. His
death reminds us that not all wounds
sustained that day were visible. The in-
visible damage to those who engaged
with the insurrectionists is very real
and may last a lifetime.

I mourn both of their losses deeply.
We must ensure that we honor the sac-
rifices they and others made.

Madam Speaker, I urge my col-
leagues to support this bill to award
the gold medals to the U.S. Capitol and
Metropolitan Police Departments and
to honor the courage shown by those
who protected us on January 6.

Mr. BARR. Madam Speaker, I reserve
the balance of my time.

Ms. WATERS. Madam Speaker, may
I inquire, through the Chair, if my col-
league has any remaining speakers on
his side?

Mr. BARR. Madam Speaker, I have
no further speakers at this time, and I
am prepared to close.

Ms. WATERS. Madam Speaker, I
yield myself the balance of my time.

In closing, I commend Speaker
PELOSI for bringing forward this bipar-
tisan legislation, acknowledging the
bravery displayed by the men and
women who protected the Capitol on
January 6. It is through their leader-
ship and decisive action on that day
that many lives, including my own,
were saved.

I urge all Members to honor the sac-
rifices and courage displayed by mem-
bers of the Capitol Police, Metropoli-
tan Police, and other law enforcement
agencies on January 6 by voting ‘‘yes”’
on H.R. 1085.

Madam Speaker, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. BARR. Madam Speaker, I yield
myself the balance of my time.

I, too, urge my colleagues to support
this legislation and to award the Cap-
itol Police with the Congressional
Medal of Honor.

Madam Speaker, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Ms.
CLARKE of New York). The question is
on the motion offered by the gentle-
woman from California (Ms. WATERS)
that the House suspend the rules and
pass the bill, H.R. 1085, as amended.
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The question was taken.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being
in the affirmative, the ayes have it.

Mr. BIGGS. Madam Speaker, on that
I demand the yeas and nays.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to section 3(s) of House Resolution
8, the yeas and nays are ordered.

Pursuant to clause 8 of rule XX, fur-
ther proceedings on this motion are
postponed.

———

PPP EXTENSION ACT OF 2021

Ms. VELAZQUEZ. Madam Speaker, 1
move to suspend the rules and pass the
bill (H.R. 1799) to amend the Small
Business Act and the CARES Act to ex-
tend the covered period for the pay-
check protection program, and for
other purposes, as amended.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 1799

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the “PPP Exten-

sion Act of 2021’

SEC. 2. EXTENSION OF COVERED PERIOD FOR
PAYCHECK PROTECTION PROGRAM.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 7(a)(36)(A)(iii) of
the Small Business Act (@15 U.S.C.
636(a)(36)(A)(iii)) is amended by striking
“March 31, 2021 and inserting ‘‘June 30,
2021,

(b) FUNDING.—Section 1102(b)(1) of the
CARES Act (Public Law 116-136), as amended
by section 323 of the Economic Aid to Hard-
Hit Small Businesses, Nonprofits, and
Venues Act (Public Law 116-260), is amended
by striking ‘“March 31, 2021 and inserting
“June 30, 2021,

(c) RESTRICTION.—From June 1, 2021,
through June 30, 2021, the Administrator of
the Small Business Administration shall not
accept new lender applications for loans
under paragraph (36) or (37) of section 7(a) of
the Small Business Act (15 U.S.C. 636(a)) and
shall only process such lender applications
that have been submitted to the Adminis-
trator before June 1, 2021.
SEC. 3. DETERMINATION

FECTS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The budgetary effects of
this Act shall not be entered on either
PAYGO scorecard maintained pursuant to
section 4(d) of the Statutory Pay-As-You-Go
Act of 2010 (2 U.S.C. 933(d)).

(b) SENATE PAYGO SCORECARDS.—The budg-
etary effects of this Act shall not be entered
on any PAYGO scorecard maintained for
purposes of section 4106 of H. Con. Res. T1
(115th Congress).

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentlewoman from
New York (Ms. VELAZQUEZ) and the
gentleman from Missouri (Mr. LUETKE-
MEYER) each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from New York.

_ GENERAL LEAVE

Ms. VELAZQUEZ. Madam Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers may have 5 legislative days in
which to revise and extend their re-
marks and include extraneous material
on the measure under consideration.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from New York?

OF BUDGETARY EF-
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There wag no objection.

Ms. VELAZQUEZ. Madam Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Madam Speaker, I rise in support of
the bill before us today, H.R. 1799, the
PPP Extension Act of 2021.

Let me begin by saying that,
throughout my tenure on the com-
mittee, we have been able to set aside
our differences and work together on
behalf of small businesses. I am com-
mitted to doing that again this Con-
gress. Our small firms deserve nothing
less.

I want to welcome our new ranking
member, Mr. LUETKEMEYER, back to
the committee. I look forward to work-
ing with him this Congress to provide
our Nation’s entrepreneurs with mean-
ingful assistance. I would also like to
thank the ranking member for working
with me in a bipartisan manner to fur-
ther extend the Paycheck Protection
Program for small businesses that are
still struggling.

Over the past year, the PPP helped
millions of small business owners re-
tain employees and meet business ex-
penses as economic activity slowed
down during the pandemic.

Seeing that value and impact, Con-
gress, on a bipartisan basis, extended
the program multiple times, including
a brief extension last summer and,
most recently, through March 31 under
the Economic Aid Act.

We heard last week that some par-
ticipating lenders have begun to wind
down their PPP operations in advance
of this deadline, limiting the relief op-
tions available to entrepreneurs at a
time when many still need help.

I understand why this is. Lenders
want to be able to focus their efforts on
processing existing applications and
work through thousands of holds,
which remain outstanding on these ap-
plications.

But I must stress that far too many
small businesses, especially the small-
est of the small, remain in desperate
need for relief. This is simply not the
time to let this valuable program ex-
pire, especially as thousands of timely
loan applications are still sitting in
SBA’s queue.

That is why I am pleased the bill be-
fore us today takes into account the
arguments we have heard from all
sides, both the lending community and
the small business owners in commu-
nities like mine, who are still search-
ing for help.

Specifically, today’s bill extends the
application deadline to May 31, giving
employers an additional 2 months to
apply for PPP loans. It gives the SBA
an additional 30 days to review, proc-
ess, and approve loan applications sub-
mitted by the May 31 deadline.

This approach is supported by a coa-
lition of over 90 groups, representing
virtually all sides of the small business
economy, including local chambers of
commerce, retail and other
businessowner associations, and the
lending community.
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I would like to reiterate my thanks
to Mr. LUETKEMEYER and his team for
their cooperation on securing this im-
portant achievement for America’s
small businesses. I also want to thank
two first-term Congresswomen on our
committee, Ms. BOURDEAUX and Mrs.
Kim of California, for leading the way
at the committee level on these discus-
sions and for introducing this impor-
tant bill.

Madam Speaker, I urge my col-
leagues to support it, and I reserve the
balance of my time.

Mr. LUETKEMEYER. Madam Speak-
er, I yield myself such time as I may
consume. I rise in support of H.R. 1799,
the PPP Extension Act of 2021, as
amended.

The Paycheck Protection Program
has proven to be a successful rescue
vessel for millions of small businesses
across the country. When COVID-19
wiped out their operations, their plans,
and their next steps, the PPP provided
stability and confidence to small busi-
nesses in a time of darkness.

With over two rounds of funding, the
program has provided 7% million loans
for approximately $687 billion. Accord-
ing to the SBA’s own statistics, the
program assisted or saved roughly 50
million American jobs from April of
last year to August of last year.

This has been a monumental task for
the SBA and the Department of Treas-
ury. However, more work needs to be
done to ensure this program can wrap
up smoothly for small businesses and
lenders.

Currently, PPP loans are facing
lengthy delays as error codes force
multiple back-and-forth conversations
between small businesses, lenders, and
the SBA. It is these cross-checks that
are creating uncertainty as to how the
loans will proceed.

Complicating this even further, the
PPP is set to expire 2 weeks from to-
morrow, and the SBA is reporting that
the end date will prevent all loans that
are currently in the pipeline from
being processed.
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Under no circumstances should an
American small business that applied
for a PPP loan have their loan dis-
carded due to a bureaucratic technical
delay at the SBA. Simply put, if they
completed their PPP paperwork on
time, their loans should be considered.

To correct this, H.R. 1799, the PPP
Extension Act, provides a 30-day exclu-
sive window for the SBA to fully proc-
ess and consider all PPP applications
that are received before the program
concludes.

Additionally, given the current de-
mand for the PPP and the billions of
dollars remaining within the program,
H.R. 1799 extends the application win-
dow for 60 days.

As a reminder, Congress reformed
and replenished the PPP in December
with the Consolidated Appropriations
Act, providing the program with $284.5
billion. This funding should be reserved
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solely for American small businesses
and should remain available to them
through a program that is proven to be
successful.

I thank Chair VELAZQUEZ for working
in a collaborative manner with me to
ensure the program remains available
to the hardest-hit small businesses
through May 31 and that the SBA will
have enough time to fully consider and
address all error codes.

Additionally, I look forward to work-
ing with Chair VELAZQUEZ to address
other PPP issues in the coming weeks.

I applaud the gentlewoman from
California (Mrs. KiM) and the gentle-
woman from Georgia (Ms. BOURDEAUX)
for working efficiently and in a bipar-
tisan manner to address these issues
that are creating uncertainty across
the Nation.

I urge and recommend all of my col-
leagues to support H.R. 1799, and I re-
serve the balance of my time.

Ms. VELAZQUEZ. Madam Speaker, 1
yield such time as she may consume to
the gentlewoman from Georgia (Ms.
BOURDEAUX).

Ms. BOURDEAUX. Madam Speaker, I
thank Chairwoman VELAZQUEZ, Rank-
ing Member LUETKEMEYER, and Rep-
resentative KiM for joining me in intro-
ducing the bipartisan Paycheck Pro-
tection Program Extension Act.

In 2 weeks, the Paycheck Protection
Program, also known as PPP, applica-
tion period will expire, taking away
much-needed help from thousands of
small businesses that are struggling to
keep the doors open and employees on
the payroll.

The PPP Extension Act would extend
the application period for another 2
months, ensuring that those small
businesses can continue to apply for
critical financial assistance until May
31. It also provides an additional 30
days for the Small Business Adminis-
tration to process applications sub-
mitted by May 31.

PPP loans have provided a lifeline to
mom-and-pop businesses across the
country, including those in my dis-
trict, that are simply trying to survive
an unprecedented health and economic
crisis.

In Georgia alone, the Paycheck Pro-
tection Program has provided more
than 260,000 forgivable loans for nearly
$19 billion since the program was cre-
ated last year. Without that money, we
would have lost thousands more of the
small businesses that make up the
foundation of our communities.

I hear every day from small busi-
nesses in Gwinnett and Forsyth Coun-
ties who are simply struggling to sur-
vive. This bill has its origins in a con-
versation that I had with local business
owners Tony Rodriguez and his wife,
Ann-Carol Pence, who own
Lawrenceville’s Aurora Theatre.

In early February, they reached out
to me, concerned about the March 31
PPP deadline. The Aurora Theatre is
hoping to receive support through the
shuttered venue operator grant pro-
gram, but due to some delays in
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launching that program, they were
concerned that with the PPP applica-
tion period set to end on March 31,
they could potentially miss out on crit-
ical financial assistance.

While this was one of the first times
I heard from businesses in my district
about the March 31 deadline, it was
certainly not the last. As I talked to
my colleagues on both sides of the
aisle, we realized we were hearing the
same thing from small businesses and
lenders across the country: They need-
ed more time to make sure we are
reaching as many businesses as pPos-
sible.

Last year, Chairwoman VELAZQUEZ,
along with Members on both sides of
the aisle, made significant improve-
ments to the PPP loans in order to pro-
tect small businesses. Recently, Presi-
dent Biden made changes enhancing ac-
cess to the PPP loans for the smallest
of small businesses, many of which are
minority-owned and women-led busi-
nesses, such as the ones located
throughout my district.

The data show that it is working: 73.5
percent of the loans distributed in 2021
are under $50,000, almost 5 percent
higher than what that number was last
year. Now is not the time to stop fight-
ing for the mom-and-pop stores, res-
taurants, and businesses across the
country.

Some examples of situations that
this bill will address include a local
pre-prepared food company that has
not applied for a PPP loan because of
how the loan amounts were initially
calculated for sole proprietorships.

Thanks to President Biden’s changes
to the loan calculation formula, this
business would now qualify for a for-
givable loan. However, because of the
March 31 deadline, some lenders are re-
luctant to help out because it is such a
short timeframe to evaluate and proc-
ess these loans.

Another performance venue in
Gwinnett County was pleased to learn
that the American Rescue Plan we just
passed would now allow them to access
both the shuttered venue operator
grant program and the PPP program,
but now they are scrambling to get
their loan application in by March 31.

This bill allows additional time to
get funding to the small businesses
that need it most. This bill is sup-
ported by a number of leading business
organizations, including the U.S.
Chamber of Commerce, the National
Federation of Independent Business,
the International Franchise Associa-
tion, the National Restaurant Associa-
tion, and Small Business Majority, as
well as over 90 additional organiza-
tions.

Last, I also want to appreciate and
point out that this bill is bipartisan. In
this time of deep division in our coun-
try, we have all come together to do
what is right for our communities, and
I hope that we can build on this mo-
ment as we continue to tackle the
challenges that face our Nation.

I thank Chairwoman VELAZQUEZ,
Ranking Member LUETKEMEYER, Con-
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gresswoman KiM, and the House Com-
mittee on Small Business for
partnering to protect small businesses.

I urge my colleagues on both sides of
the aisle to support H.R. 1799, the PPP
Extension Act of 2021.

Mr. LUETKEMEYER. Madam Speak-
er, I yield such time as she may con-
sume to the gentlewoman from Cali-
fornia (Mrs. Kim).

Mrs. KIM of California. Madam
Speaker, I thank Ranking Member
LUETKEMEYER for yielding. I thank
Representative LUETKEMEYER and
Chairwoman VELAZQUEZ for their lead-
ership on the Small Business Com-
mittee. I look forward to working with
all of them to strengthen small busi-
nesses across the country.

I rise today in strong support of H.R.
1799, the Paycheck Protection Program
Extension Act of 2021. I was proud to
introduce this bipartisan bill with Rep-
resentative CAROLYN BOURDEAUX,
Ranking Member LUETKEMEYER, and
Chairwoman VELAZQUEZ to extend the
PPP deadline for new applications
from March 31 to May 31, and to pro-
vide the Small Business Administra-
tion an additional 30 days to process
PPP applications.

Much of the importance of why this
bipartisan legislation is needed was al-
ready spoken about, but I think it is
important, so I am going to say a few
words about the State of California
that I represent.

Forty thousand small businesses
have closed in California during the
COVID-19 pandemic, and half of those
closures are permanent. The Paycheck
Protection Program has been a lifeline
for small businesses to keep their doors
open as we safely reopen our commu-
nities.

As the Biden administration an-
nounced five changes to PPP on Feb-
ruary 22, the looming March 31 dead-
line does not give our small businesses
the time to adjust to the new guidance
listed by the SBA. This bill provides
small businesses and lenders with the
time needed to process PPP loans and
adjust to the recent changes.

As a small business owner myself, I
understand the challenges that small
businesses face each day. Our bipar-
tisan bill provides Main Street with
the opportunity to overcome the pan-
demic and thrive.

Madam Speaker, I urge my col-
leagues to support H.R. 1799 and put
Main Street on a path to recovery.

Ms. VELAZQUEZ. Madam Speaker, 1
reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. LUETKEMEYER. Madam Speak-
er, I yield such time as he may con-
sume to the gentleman from Minnesota
(Mr. HAGEDORN).

Mr. HAGEDORN. Madam Speaker, I
thank my friend from Missouri for
yielding.

Madam Speaker, I rise today in sup-
port of H.R. 1799, the PPP Extension
Act of 2021.

This targeted, bipartisan 60-day Pay-
check Protection Program extension is
exactly the type of relief that Congress
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should be focused on providing. This
bill contrasts sharply with the nearly
$2 trillion partisan monstrosity of pro-
gressive wish list policies this body
passed just a week ago.

With optimism on the vaccine front,
Governors around the country finally
loosening their arbitrary restrictions
on small businesses and schools, and $1
trillion from previous relief measures
still unspent, this bill is a responsible
and appropriate way to ensure relief
reaches our small businesses that are
most in need. Our small businesses
must have the tools necessary to com-
pete and contribute to our local econo-
mies as we move past this pandemic.

Ms. VELAZQUEZ. Madam Speaker, 1
reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. LUETKEMEYER. Madam Speak-
er, I yield such time as she may con-
sume to the gentlewoman from New
York (Ms. TENNEY).

Ms. TENNEY. Madam Speaker, I rise
today to support H.R. 1799, the Pay-
check Protection Program Extension
Act of 2021.

This bipartisan legislation will ex-
tend the PPP application period, allow-
ing the Small Business Administration
more time to process loans. The PPP
has been a vital tool for small busi-
nesses across the country and through-
out New York’s 22nd Congressional Dis-
trict.

Extending the application period will
give small business owners the tools
they need to continue paying their em-
ployees and Kkeep their doors open,
helping to reopen our economy even
faster.

In my home State of New York, PPP
has provided 140,000 loans, totaling $12
billion, and saved hundreds of thou-
sands of jobs. PPP has been an effec-
tive, bipartisan COVID-19 relief pro-
gram, and I am pleased to cosponsor
this legislation. It will extend relief to
small businesses that need it the most.

As a member of the House Small
Business Committee, one of my top pri-
orities in Congress is to deliver tar-
geted relief to families and small busi-
nesses across New York’s 22nd District.
H.R. 1799 does just that. It will ensure
that the remaining $120 billion in PPP
funds under the CARES Act gets to the
small businesses that desperately need
it.

As we look to reopen our economy
and get back to normal after a tremen-
dously difficult year, particularly in
my district, where over 94 percent of
the jobs are created by small business
owners, this will make all the dif-
ference.

I thank Chairwoman VELAZQUEZ, my
friend from New York; Ranking Mem-
ber LUETKEMEYER; and everyone who is
joining on this legislation. I appreciate
your leadership. As a small business
owner, I am grateful.

Ms. VELAZQUEZ. Madam Speaker, I
have no further speakers, and I am pre-
pared to close.

Mr. LUETKEMEYER. Madam Speak-
er, I yield myself the balance of my
time.
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Madam Speaker, through no fault of
their own, small businesses were forced
to change how they operated in the
face of COVID-19. Some adapted; some
had to change their product lines; and
unfortunately, some had to close.

As a response, Congress created the
bipartisan Paycheck Protection Pro-
gram. Its impact and effectiveness
have been instrumental to the small
business economy.

With technical difficulties plaguing
applications and a fast-approaching
deadline, H.R. 1799 provides a targeted,
straightforward approach to addressing
these issues.

H.R. 1799 will extend the PPP for 60
days through May 31 and extend a 30-
day exclusive window to the SBA in
order to address all outstanding PPP
applications.

The program was always meant to be
temporary assistance to struggling
small businesses. The PPP Extension
Act will provide small businesses and
lenders the confidence they need while
also creating a plan for a smooth con-
clusion of the program.

As America continues to open up and
recover, small businesses will drive our
economic recovery forward.

Madam Speaker, I would be remiss if
I didn’t point out that this bill stands
as one of the most impactful bipartisan
pieces of legislation to advance in Con-
gress this year. I thank Chairwoman
VELAZQUEZ for her sincere efforts and
hard work on this. I look forward to
working with her, on a bipartisan
basis, on other issues for the remainder
of our term here. And I hope that this
bipartisan product will serve as a
prime example of what can get done in
Washington when both sides come to-
gether and talk through the issues.

Madam Speaker, I recommend and
urge my colleagues to support H.R.
1799, and I yield back the balance of my
time.
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Ms. VELAZQUEZ. Madam Speaker,
with over 95 million COVID-19 vaccine
doses administered as of last week, the
country is finally starting to see the
light at the end of the tunnel.

Entrepreneurs are feeling more hope-
ful that if they can just get through
the rest of 2021, that 2022 can be a year
of growth for them.

But, put simply, the small business
economy is not there yet, and many of
the smaller firms continue to report a
need for economic relief.

Today’s 2-month extension of the
PPP application deadline, from March
31 to May 31, will help small firms ac-
cess much-needed relief to meet their
expenses and put them in a position to
fully reopen as soon as it is safe to do
so. The additional 30-day period will
give the SBA the flexibility it needs to
process and approve the loans sub-
mitted by the new May 31 deadline.

Once again, I thank Ms. BOURDEAUX
of Georgia and Mrs. KiMm of California
for their leadership on this important
issue.
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I also thank the ranking member,
Mr. LUETKEMEYER, for his unwavering
commitment to our Nation’s 30 million
small businesses and his bipartisan co-
operation on this bill. I look forward to
working with him on legislation that
will provide a retroactive fix for Sched-
ule C borrowers and also allow farmers
and ranchers to use gross income to
maximize PPP assistance.

Madam Speaker, I encourage all my
colleagues to vote ‘‘yes,” and I yield
back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentlewoman from New York (Ms.
VELAZQUEZ) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 1799, as
amended.

The question was taken.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being
in the affirmative, the ayes have it.

Mr. BIGGS. Madam Speaker, on that
I demand the yeas and nays.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to section 3(s) of House Resolution
8, the yeas and nays are ordered.

Pursuant to clause 8 of rule XX, fur-
ther proceedings on this motion are
postponed.

———

STRONGER CHILD ABUSE PREVEN-
TION AND TREATMENT ACT

Mr. SCOTT of Virginia. Madam
Speaker, I move to suspend the rules
and pass the bill (H.R. 485) to reauthor-
ize the Child Abuse Prevention and
Treatment Act, and for other purposes.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 485

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Stronger
Child Abuse Prevention and Treatment Act’.
SEC. 2. TABLE OF CONTENTS.

The table of contents of this Act is as fol-
lows:

Sec. 1. Short title.
Sec. 2. Table of contents.

TITLE I—GENERAL PROGRAM

101. Repeal of findings.

102. Repeal of Advisory Board on Child
Abuse and Neglect.

National clearinghouse for infor-
mation relating to child abuse.

Research and assistance activities.

Grants to States, Indian Tribes or
tribal organizations, and public
or private agencies and organi-
zations.

Grants to States for child abuse or
neglect prevention and treat-
ment programs.

Miscellaneous requirements.

Reports.

Authorization of appropriations.

Monitoring and oversight.

Electronic interstate data
change system.

Sec. 112. Technical and conforming amend-

ments.

TITLE II—COMMUNITY-BASED GRANTS
FOR THE PREVENTION OF CHILD
ABUSE AND NEGLECT

Sec. 201. Purpose and authority.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec. 103.

104.
105.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec. 106.

107.
108.
109.
110.
111.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

Sec. ex-
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202.
203.
204.
205.
206.
207.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

Eligibility.

Amount of grant.

Application.

Local program requirements.

Performance measures.

National network for community-
based family resource pro-
grams.

Definitions.

Rule of construction.

Sec. 210. Authorization of appropriations.

Sec. 211. Study and report.

TITLE IITI—ADOPTION OPPORTUNITIES

Sec. 301. Purpose.

Sec. 302. Report and guidance on unregu-
lated custody transfers.

Information and services.

Study and report on successful
adoptions.

Sec. 305. Authorization of appropriations.
TITLE IV—AMENDMENTS TO OTHER

LAWS

Sec. 401. Technical and conforming amend-
ments to other laws.
TITLE I—GENERAL PROGRAM
SEC. 101. REPEAL OF FINDINGS.

Section 2 of the Child Abuse Prevention
and Treatment Act (42 U.S.C. 5101 note) is re-
pealed.

SEC. 102. REPEAL OF ADVISORY BOARD ON
CHILD ABUSE AND NEGLECT.

Section 102 of the Child Abuse Prevention
and Treatment Act (42 U.S.C. 5102) is re-
pealed.

SEC. 103. NATIONAL CLEARINGHOUSE FOR IN-
FORMATION RELATING TO CHILD
ABUSE.

Section 103 of the Child Abuse Prevention
and Treatment Act (42 U.S.C. 5104) is amend-
ed—

(1) in subsection (b)(1), by inserting ‘‘early
learning programs and’ after ‘“‘including’’;

(2) in subsection (¢)(1)(C)—

(A) in clause (iii), by striking ‘‘and’ at the
end;

(B) in clause (iv), by adding ‘“‘and” at the
end; and

(C) by adding at the end the following:

“(v) the number of child fatalities and near
fatalities due to maltreatment, as reported
by States in accordance with the uniform
standards established pursuant to subsection
(d), and any other relevant information re-
lated to such fatalities;”’; and

(3) by adding at the end the following:

“(d) UNIFORM STANDARDS FOR TRACKING
AND REPORTING OF CHILD FATALITIES RESULT-
ING FROM MALTREATMENT.—

‘(1) REGULATIONS REQUIRED.—Not later
than 24 months after the date of the enact-
ment of the Stronger Child Abuse Prevention
and Treatment Act, the Secretary shall de-
velop and issue final regulations establishing
uniform standards for the tracking and re-
porting of child fatalities and near-fatalities
resulting from maltreatment. As a condition
on eligibility for receipt of funds under sec-
tion 106, the standards established under this
paragraph shall be used by States for the
tracking and reporting of such fatalities
under subsection (d) of such section.

¢“(2) MAINTENANCE OF STATE LAW.—Notwith-
standing the uniform standards developed
under paragraph (1), a State that defines or
describes such fatalities for any purpose
other than tracking and reporting under this
subsection may continue to use that defini-
tion or description for such purpose.

‘(3) NEGOTIATED RULEMAKING.—In devel-
oping regulations under paragraph (1), the
Secretary shall submit such regulations to a
negotiated rulemaking process, which shall
include the participants described in para-
graph (4).

‘‘(4) PARTICIPANTS DESCRIBED.—The partici-
pants described in this paragraph are—

208.
209.

Sec.
Sec.

303.
304.

Sec.
Sec.
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‘“(A) State and county officials responsible
for administering the State plans under this
Act and parts B and E of title IV of the So-
cial Security Act (42 U.S.C. 621 et seq., 670 et
seq.);

‘“(B) child welfare professionals with field
experience;

¢“(C) child welfare researchers;

‘(D) domestic violence researchers;

‘‘(E) domestic violence professionals;

‘(F) child development professionals;

‘(G) mental health professionals;

‘“‘(H) pediatric emergency medicine physi-
cians;

‘(I child abuse pediatricians, as certified
by the American Board of Pediatrics, who
specialize in treating victims of child abuse;

“(J) forensic pathologists;

“(K) public health administrators;

‘(L) public health researchers;

‘(M) law enforcement;

‘(N) family court judges;

‘(0) prosecutors;

“(P) medical examiners and coroners;

“(Q) a representative from the National
Center for Fatality Review and Prevention;
and

‘“(R) such other individuals and entities as

the Secretary determines to be appro-
priate.”.
SEC. 104. RESEARCH AND ASSISTANCE ACTIVI-

TIES.

Section 104 of the Child Abuse Prevention
and Treatment Act (42 U.S.C. 5105) is amend-
ed—

(1) in subsection (a)—

(A) by amending paragraph (1) to read as
follows:

‘(1) Torics.—The Secretary shall, in con-
sultation with other Federal agencies and
recognized experts in the field, carry out a
continuing interdisciplinary program of re-
search, including longitudinal research, that
is designed to provide information needed to
improve primary prevention of child abuse
and neglect, better protect children from
child abuse or neglect, and improve the well-
being of victims of child abuse or neglect,
with at least a portion of such research being
field initiated. Such research program may
focus on—

““(A) disseminating evidence-based treat-
ment directed to individuals and families ex-
periencing trauma due to child abuse and ne-
glect, including efforts to improve the
scalability of the treatments and programs
being researched;

‘“(B) developing a set of evidence-based ap-
proaches to support child and family well-
being and developing ways to identify, re-
lieve, and mitigate stressors affecting fami-
lies in rural, urban, and suburban commu-
nities;

‘(C) establishing methods to promote ra-
cial equity in the child welfare system, in-
cluding a focus on how neglect is defined,
how services are provided, and the unique
impact on Native American, Alaska Native,
and Native Hawaiian communities;

‘(D) improving service delivery or out-
comes for child welfare service agencies en-
gaged with families experiencing domestic
violence, substance use disorder, or other
complex needs;

‘““(E) the extent to which the number of un-
substantiated, unfounded, and false reported
cases of child abuse or neglect have contrib-
uted to the inability of a State to respond ef-
fectively to serious cases of child abuse or
neglect;

‘“(F') the extent to which the lack of ade-
quate resources and the lack of adequate
professional development of individuals re-
quired by law to report suspected cases of
child abuse and neglect have contributed to
the inability of a State to respond effec-
tively to serious cases of child abuse and ne-
glect;
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“(G) the extent to which unsubstantiated
reports return as more serious cases of child
abuse or neglect;

“(H) the incidence and outcomes of child
abuse and neglect allegations reported with-
in the context of divorce, custody, or other
family court proceedings, and the inter-
action between family courts and the child
protective services system;

‘“(I) the information on the national inci-
dence of child abuse and neglect specified in
clauses (i) through (xi) of subparagraph (J);
and

“(J) the national incidence of child abuse
and neglect, including—

‘(i) the extent to which incidents of child
abuse and neglect are increasing or decreas-
ing in number and severity;

‘“(ii) the incidence of substantiated and un-
substantiated reported child abuse and ne-
glect cases;

‘“(iii) the number of substantiated cases
that result in a judicial finding of child
abuse or neglect or related criminal court
convictions;

‘‘(iv) the extent to which the number of un-
substantiated, unfounded and false reported
cases of child abuse or neglect have contrib-
uted to the inability of a State to respond ef-
fectively to serious cases of child abuse or
neglect;

‘“(v) the extent to which the lack of ade-
quate resources and the lack of adequate
education of individuals required by law to
report suspected cases of child abuse and ne-
glect have contributed to the inability of a
State to respond effectively to serious cases
of child abuse and neglect;

“(vi) the number of unsubstantiated, false,
or unfounded reports that have resulted in a
child being placed in substitute care, and the
duration of such placement;

‘“(vii) the extent to which unsubstantiated
reports return as more serious cases of child
abuse or neglect;

‘“(viii) the incidence and prevalence of
physical, sexual, and emotional abuse and
physical and emotional neglect in substitute
care;

‘‘(ix) the incidence and prevalence of child
maltreatment by a wide array of demo-
graphic characteristics such as age, sex,
race, family structure, household relation-
ship (including the living arrangement of the
resident parent and family size), school en-
rollment and education attainment, dis-
ability, grandparents as caregivers, labor
force status, work status in previous year,
and income in previous year;

‘(x) the extent to which reports of sus-
pected or known instances of child abuse or
neglect involving a potential combination of
jurisdictions, such as intrastate, interstate,
Federal-State, and State-Tribal, are being
screened out solely on the basis of the cross-
jurisdictional complications; and

‘“(xi) the incidence and outcomes of child
abuse and neglect allegations reported with-
in the context of divorce, custody, or other
family court proceedings, and the inter-
action between family courts and the child
protective services system.”’;

(B) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘para-
graph (1)(0O)” and inserting ‘‘paragraph
WD

(C) by amending paragraph (3) to read as
follows:

¢‘(3) REPORTING REQUIREMENTS.—

‘“(A) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 4 years
after the date of the enactment of the
Stronger Child Abuse Prevention and Treat-
ment Act, the Secretary shall prepare and
submit to the Committee on Education and
Labor of the House of Representatives and
the Committee on Health, Education, Labor,
and Pensions of the Senate a report that
contains the results of the research con-
ducted under paragraph (2).
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‘‘(B) NATIONAL INCIDENCE.—The Secretary
shall ensure that research conducted, and
data collected, under paragraph (1)(J) are re-
ported in a way that will allow longitudinal
comparisons as well as comparisons to the
national incidence studies conducted under
this title.”’; and

(D) by striking the second paragraph (4);

(2) in subsection (b), by amending para-
graph (2) to read as follows:

‘(2) AREAS OF EMPHASIS.—Such technical
assistance—

“‘(A) shall focus on—

‘(i) implementing strategies that can le-
verage existing community-based and State
funded resources to prevent child abuse and
neglect and providing education for individ-
uals involved in prevention activities;

‘“(ii) reducing racial bias in child welfare
systems, including how such systems inter-
act with health, law enforcement, and edu-
cation systems;

‘“(iii) promoting best practices for families
experiencing domestic violence, substance
use disorder, or other complex needs; and

“(iv) providing professional development
and other technical assistance to child wel-
fare agencies to improve the understanding
of and to help address the effects of trauma
and adverse childhood experiences in parents
and children in contact with the child wel-
fare system; and

‘(B) may include the identification of—

‘(i) various methods and procedures for
the investigation, assessment, and prosecu-
tion of child physical and sexual abuse cases;

‘(i) ways to mitigate psychological trau-
ma to the child victim;

‘“(iii) effective programs carried out by the
States under titles I and II; and

“(iv) effective approaches being utilized to
link child protective service agencies with
health care, mental health care, and develop-
mental services and early intervention to
improve forensic diagnosis and health eval-
uations, and barriers and shortages to such
linkages.”’;

(3) in subsection (c), by striking paragraph
(3); and

(4) by striking subsection (e).

SEC. 105. GRANTS TO STATES, INDIAN TRIBES OR
TRIBAL ORGANIZATIONS, AND PUB-
LIC OR PRIVATE AGENCIES AND OR-
GANIZATIONS.

Section 105 of the Child Abuse Prevention
and Treatment Act (42 U.S.C. 5106) is amend-
ed—

(1) in subsection (a)—

(A) by redesignating paragraph (7) as para-
graph (11);

(B) by striking paragraphs (1) through (6)
and inserting the following:

‘(1) PREVENTION SERVICES.—The Secretary
may award grants under this subsection to
entities to establish or expand prevention
services that reduce incidences of child mal-
treatment and strengthen families.

‘(2) TRAUMATIC STRESS.—The Secretary
may award grants under this subsection to
entities to address instances of traumatic
stress in families due to child abuse and ne-
glect, especially for families with complex
needs or families that exhibit high levels of
adverse childhood experiences.

‘“(3) PROMOTING A HIGH-QUALITY WORK-
FORCE.—The Secretary may award grants
under this subsection to entities to carry out
programs or strategies that promote a high-
quality workforce in the child welfare sys-
tem through—

‘““(A) improvements to recruitment,
port, or retention efforts; or

‘“(B) education for professionals and para-
professionals in the prevention, identifica-
tion, and treatment of child abuse and ne-
glect.

sup-
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‘‘(4) IMPROVING COORDINATION.—The Sec-
retary may award grants under this sub-
section to entities to carry out activities to
improve intrastate coordination within the
child welfare system. Such activities may in-
clude—

““(A) aligning information technology sys-
tems;

‘“(B) improving information sharing re-
garding child and family referrals; or

‘(C) creating collaborative voluntary part-
nerships among public and private agencies,
the State’s child protective services, local
social service agencies, community-based
family support programs, State and local
legal agencies, developmental disability
agencies, substance use disorder treatment
providers, health care providers and agen-
cies, domestic violence prevention programs,
mental health services, schools and early
learning providers, religious entities, and
other community-based programs.

‘“(5) PRIMARY PREVENTION.—The Secretary
may award grants under this subsection to
entities to carry out or expand primary pre-
vention programs or strategies that address
family or community protective factors.

‘(6) NEGLECT DUE TO ECONOMIC INSECU-
RITY.—The Secretary may award grants
under this subsection to entities to carry out
programs or strategies that reduce findings
of child neglect due in full or in part to fam-
ily economic insecurity.

‘“(7) EDUCATION OF MANDATORY REPORT-
ERS.—The Secretary may award grants under
this subsection to entities for projects that
involve research-based strategies for innova-
tive education of mandated child abuse and
neglect reporters, and for victims to under-
stand mandatory reporting.

‘“(8) SENTINEL INJURIES.—The Secretary
may award grants under this subsection to
entities to identify and test effective prac-
tices to improve early detection and man-
agement of injuries indicative of potential
abuse in infants to prevent future cases of
child abuse and related fatalities.

‘‘(9) INNOVATIVE PARTNERSHIPS.—The Sec-
retary may award grants under this sub-
section to entities to carry out innovative
programs or strategies to coordinate the de-
livery of services to help reduce child abuse
and neglect via partnerships among health,
mental health, education (including early
learning and care programs as appropriate),
and child welfare agencies and providers.

‘“(10) REDUCING CHILD ABUSE AND NEGLECT
DUE TO THE SUBSTANCE USE DISORDER OF A
PARENT OR CAREGIVER.—The Secretary may
award grants under this subsection to enti-
ties to carry out activities to reduce child
abuse and neglect due to the substance use
disorder of a parent or caregiver.’’; and

(C) by adding at the end the following:

¢“(12) NATIONAL CHILD ABUSE HOTLINE.—

“(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may
award a grant under this subsection to a
nonprofit entity to provide for the ongoing
operation of a 24-hour, national, toll-free
telephone hotline to provide information and
assistance to youth victims of child abuse or
neglect, parents, caregivers, mandated re-
porters, and other concerned community
members, including through alternative mo-
dalities for communications (such as texting
or chat services) with such victims and other
information seekers.

‘“(B) PRIORITY.—In awarding grants de-
scribed in this paragraph, the Secretary
shall give priority to applicants with experi-
ence in operating a hotline that provides as-
sistance to victims of child abuse, parents,
caregivers, and mandated reporters.

““(C) APPLICATION.—To be eligible to re-
ceive a grant described in this paragraph, a
nonprofit entity shall submit an application
to the Secretary that shall—
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‘(i) contain such assurances and informa-
tion, be in such form, and be submitted in
such manner, as the Secretary shall pre-
scribe;

‘(ii) include a complete description of the
entity’s plan for the operation of a national
child abuse hotline, including descriptions
of—

‘() the professional development program
for hotline personnel, including technology
professional development to ensure that all
persons affiliated with the hotline are able
to effectively operate any technological sys-
tems used by the hotline;

“(II) the qualifications for hotline per-
sonnel;

‘“(IIT) the methods for the creation, main-
tenance, and updating of a comprehensive
list of prevention and treatment service pro-
viders;

“(IV) a plan for publicizing the availability
of the hotline throughout the United States;

(V) a plan for providing service to non-
English speaking callers, including service
through hotline personnel who have non-
English language capability;

‘“(VI) a plan for facilitating access to the
hotline and alternative modality services by
persons with hearing impairments and dis-
abilities;

“(VII) a plan for providing crisis coun-
seling, general assistance, and referrals to
youth victims of child abuse; and

“(VIII) a plan to offer alternative services
to calling, such as texting or live chat;

‘“(iii) demonstrate that the entity has the
capacity and the expertise to maintain a
child abuse hotline and a comprehensive list
of service providers;

‘“(iv) demonstrate the ability to provide in-
formation and referrals for contacts, directly
connect contacts to service providers, and
employ crisis interventions;

‘“(v) demonstrate that the entity has a
commitment to providing services to indi-
viduals in need; and

‘“(vi) demonstrate that the entity complies
with State privacy laws and has established
quality assurance practices.”’; and

(2) by striking subsections (b) and (c¢) and
inserting the following:

“(b) GOALS AND PERFORMANCE.—The Sec-
retary shall ensure that each entity receiv-
ing a grant under this section—

‘(1) establishes quantifiable goals for the
outcome of the project funded with the
grant; and

‘“(2) adequately measures the performance
of the project relative to such goals.

‘‘(c) PERFORMANCE REPORT REQUIRED.—

“(1) IN GENERAL.—Each entity that re-
ceives a grant under this section shall sub-
mit to the Secretary a performance report
that includes—

“(A) an evaluation of the effectiveness of
the project funded with the grant relative to
the goals established for such project under
subsection (b)(1); and

‘“(B) data supporting such evaluation.

‘(2) SUBMISSION.—The report under para-
graph (1) shall be submitted to the Secretary
at such time, in such manner, and con-
taining such information as the Secretary
may require.

“(d) CONTINUING GRANTS.—The Secretary
may only award a continuing grant to an en-
tity under this section if such entity submits
a performance report required under sub-
section (c) that demonstrates effectiveness
of the project funded.”.

SEC. 106. GRANTS TO STATES FOR CHILD ABUSE
OR NEGLECT PREVENTION AND
TREATMENT PROGRAMS.

(a) DEVELOPMENT AND OPERATION
GRANTS.—Subsection (a) of section 106 of the
Child Abuse Prevention and Treatment Act
(42 U.S.C. 5106a) is amended to read as fol-
lows:
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“(a) DEVELOPMENT AND OPERATION
GRANTS.—The Secretary shall make grants
to the States, from allotments under sub-
section (f) for each State that applies for a
grant under this section, for purposes of as-
sisting the States in improving and imple-
menting a child protective services system
that is family-centered, integrates commu-
nity services, and is capable of providing
rapid response to high-risk cases, by car-
rying out the following:

‘(1) Conducting the intake, assessment,
screening, and investigation of reports of
child abuse or neglect.

‘(2) Ensuring that reports concerning a
child’s living arrangements or subsistence
needs are addressed through services or bene-
fits and that no child is separated from such
child’s parent for reasons of poverty.

‘“(8) Creating and improving the use of
multidisciplinary teams and interagency,
intra-agency, interstate, and intrastate pro-
tocols to enhance fair investigations; and
improving legal preparation and representa-
tion.

‘(4) Complying with the assurances in sec-
tion 106(b)(2).

‘() Establishing State and local networks
of child and family service providers that
support child and family well-being, which
shall—

““(A) include child protective services, as
well as agencies and service providers, that
address family-strengthening, parenting
skills, child development, early childhood
care and learning, child advocacy, public
health, mental health, substance use dis-
order treatment, domestic violence, develop-
mental disabilities, housing, juvenile justice,
elementary and secondary education, and
child placement; and

‘(B) address instances of child abuse and
neglect by incorporating evaluations that as-
sess the development of a child, including
language and communication, cognitive,
physical, and social and emotional develop-
ment, the need for mental health services,
including trauma-related services, trauma-
informed care, and parental needs.

‘“(6) Ensuring child protective services is
addressing the safety of children and re-
sponding to parent and family needs, which
shall include—

““(A) family-oriented efforts that empha-
size case assessment and follow up casework
focused on child safety and child and parent
well-being, which may include—

‘‘(i) ensuring parents and children undergo
physical and mental health assessments, as
appropriate, and ongoing developmental
monitoring;

‘(ii) multidisciplinary approaches to as-
sessing family needs and connecting the fam-
ily with services, including prevention serv-
ices under section 471 of the Social Security
Act (42 U.S.C. 671);

‘“(iii) organizing a treatment team with
the goal of preventing child abuse and ne-
glect, and improving parent and child well-
being;

“(iv) case monitoring that supports child
well-being; and

“(v) differential response efforts; and

‘(B) establishing and maintaining a rapid
response system that responds promptly to
all reports of child abuse or neglect, with
special attention to cases involving children
under 3 years of age.

“(7) Educating caseworkers, community
service providers, attorneys, health care pro-
fessionals, parents, and others engaged in
the prevention, intervention, and treatment
of child abuse and neglect, which shall in-
clude education on—

‘‘(A) practices that help ensure child safety
and well-being;
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‘(B) approaches to family-oriented preven-
tion, intervention, and treatment of child
abuse and neglect;

‘(C) early childhood, child, and adolescent
development, and the impact of adverse
childhood experiences on such development;

‘(D) the relationship between child abuse
and domestic violence, and support for non-
abusing parents;

“(B) strategies to work with families im-
pacted by substance use disorder and mental
health issues (and, when appropriate, be co-
ordinated with prevention efforts funded
under section 471 of the Social Security Act
(42 U.S.C. 671));

“(F) effective use of multiple services to
address family and child needs, including
needs resulting from trauma;

“(G) efforts to improve family and child
well-being;

‘“‘(H) support for child welfare workers af-
fected by secondary trauma; and

‘“(I) supporting families and caregivers to
combat and prevent unsubstantiated, un-
founded, or false reports, including through
education on the rights of families and care-
givers.

‘“(8) Creating or improving data systems
that allow for—

‘““(A) the identification of cases requiring
prompt responses;

‘(B) real-time case monitoring that tracks
assessments, service referrals, follow-up,
case reviews, and progress toward parent and
child goals; and

“(C) sharing basic identifying data with
law enforcement, as necessary.

‘“(9) Improving the general child protective
system by developing, improving, and imple-
menting safety assessment tools, providing
that such tools, protocols, and systems shall
not authorize the separation of any child
from the legal parent or guardian of such
child solely on the basis of poverty, or with-
out a judicial order, except in the case of im-
minent harm.”.

(b) ELIGIBILITY REQUIREMENTS.—

(1) STATE PLAN.—Paragraph (1) of section
106(b) of the Child Abuse Prevention and
Treatment Act (42 U.S.C. 5106a(b)) is amend-
ed to read as follows:

(1) STATE PLAN.—

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—To be eligible to receive
a grant under this section, a State shall sub-
mit to the Secretary a State plan that—

‘‘(i) specifies how the grant will be used,
and the State’s strategic plan, to treat child
abuse and neglect and enhance community-
based, prevention-centered approaches that
attempt to prevent child abuse and neglect
while strengthening and supporting families
whenever possible; and

‘‘(ii) meets the requirements of this sub-
section.

*“(B) COORDINATION AND CONSULTATION.—

‘(i) COORDINATION.—Each State, to the
maximum extent practicable, shall coordi-
nate its State plan under this subsection
with its State plan under part B of title IV
of the Social Security Act (42 U.S.C. 621 et
seq.) relating to child and family services
and, in States electing to provide services
under part E of title IV of the Social Secu-
rity Act (42 U.S.C. 670 et seq.) relating to fos-
ter care prevention services, its State plan
under such part E.

‘‘(ii) CONSULTATION.—In developing a State
plan under this subsection, a State shall con-
sult with community-based prevention and
service agencies, parents and families af-
fected by child abuse or neglect in the State,
law enforcement, family court judges, pros-
ecutors who handle criminal child abuse
cases, and medical professionals engaged in
the treatment of child abuse and neglect.

¢(C) DURATION AND SUBMISSION OF PLAN.—
Each State plan shall—
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‘(i) be submitted not less than every 5
years; and

‘“(i1) if necessary, revised by the State to
inform the Secretary of any substantive
changes, including—

‘(I) any changes to State law or regula-
tions, relating to the prevention of child
abuse and neglect that may affect the eligi-
bility of the State under this section; or

‘“(IT) any changes in the State’s activities,
strategies, or programs under this section.”.

(2) CONTENTS.—Paragraph (2) of section
106(b) of the Child Abuse Prevention and
Treatment Act (42 U.S.C. 5106a(b)) is amend-
ed to read as follows:

‘“(2) CONTENTS.—A State plan submitted
under paragraph (1) shall contain a descrip-
tion of the activities that the State will
carry out using amounts received under the
grant to achieve the objectives of this title,
including—

‘“(A) an assurance in the form of a certifi-
cation by the Governor of the State that the
State has in effect and is enforcing a State
law, or has in effect and is operating a state-
wide program, relating to child abuse and ne-
glect that includes—

‘(i) provisions or procedures for an indi-
vidual to report known and suspected in-
stances of child abuse and neglect, including
a State law for mandatory reporting by indi-
viduals required to report such instances;

‘“(ii) procedures for the immediate screen-
ing, risk and safety assessment, and prompt
investigation of such reports of alleged abuse
and neglect in order to ensure the well-being
and safety of children;

‘‘(iii) procedures for immediate steps to be
taken to ensure and protect the safety of a
victim of child abuse or neglect and of any
other child under the same care who may
also be in danger of child abuse or neglect
and ensuring their placement in a safe envi-
ronment;

‘“(iv) methods to preserve the confiden-
tiality of all records in order to protect the
rights of the child and of the child’s parents
or guardians, including requirements ensur-
ing that reports and records made and main-
tained pursuant to the purposes of this Act
shall only be made available to—

‘(D) individuals who are the subject of the
report;

‘“(II) Federal, State, or local government
entities, or any agent of such entities, as de-
scribed in clause (xi) of this subparagraph;

‘“(III) child abuse citizen review panels;

‘“(IV) child fatality review panels;

(V) a grand jury or court, upon a finding
that information in the record is necessary
for the determination of an issue before the
court or grand jury; and

‘“(VI) other entities or classes of individ-
uals statutorily authorized by the State to
receive such information pursuant to a le-
gitimate State purpose;

“(v) provisions and procedures requiring
that in every case involving a victim of child
abuse or neglect which results in a judicial
proceeding, a guardian ad litem, who has re-
ceived education appropriate to the role, in-
cluding education in early childhood, child,
and adolescent development, and domestic
violence, and who may be an attorney or a
court appointed special advocate who has re-
ceived education appropriate to that role (or
both), shall be appointed to represent the
child (who, for purposes of this section, shall
have any age limit elected by the State pur-
suant to section 475(8)(B)(iii) of the Social
Security Act (42 U.S.C. 675(8)(B)(iii)) in such
proceedings—

‘“(I) to obtain first-hand, a clear under-
standing of the situation and needs of such
child; and

‘“(II) to make recommendations to the
court concerning the best interests of such
child;
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“‘(vi) the establishment of citizen review
panels in accordance with subsection (c);

‘“(vii) provisions and procedures to require
that a representative of the child protective
services agency shall, at the initial time of
contact with the individual subject to a child
abuse or neglect investigation, advise the in-
dividual of the complaints or allegations
made against the individual, in a manner
that is consistent with laws protecting the
rights of the informant;

‘“(viii) provisions, procedures, and mecha-
nisms—

‘(D for the expedited termination of paren-
tal rights in the case of any infant deter-
mined to be abandoned under State law; and

“(II) by which individuals who disagree
with an official finding of child abuse or ne-
glect can appeal such finding;

‘“(ix) provisions addressing the professional
development of representatives of the child
protective services system regarding the
legal duties of the representatives, which
may consist of various methods of informing
such representatives of such duties (includ-
ing providing such education in different
languages if necessary), in order to protect
the legal rights and safety of children and
their parents and caregivers from the initial
time of contact during investigation through
treatment;

‘(x) provisions for immunity from civil or
criminal liability under State and local laws
and regulations for individuals making good
faith reports of suspected or known in-
stances of child abuse or neglect, or who oth-
erwise provide information or assistance, in-
cluding medical evaluations or consulta-
tions, in connection with a report, investiga-
tion, or legal intervention pursuant to a
good faith report of child abuse or neglect;

‘‘(xi) provisions to require the State to dis-
close confidential information to any Fed-
eral, State, or local government entity, or
any agent of such entity, that has a need for
such information in order to carry out its re-
sponsibilities under law to protect children
from child abuse and neglect;

‘(xii) provisions requiring, and procedures
in place that facilitate the prompt
expungement of any records that are acces-
sible to the general public or are used for
purposes of employment or other background
checks in cases determined to be unsubstan-
tiated or false, except that nothing in this
section shall prevent State child protective
services agencies from keeping information
on unsubstantiated reports in their casework
files to assist in future risk and safety as-
sessment;

‘(xiii) provisions and procedures for re-
quiring criminal background record checks
that meet the requirements of section
471(a)(20) of the Social Security Act (42
U.S.C. 671(a)(20)) for prospective foster and
adoptive parents and other adult relatives
and non-relatives residing in the household;

‘‘(xiv) provisions for systems of technology
that support the State child protective serv-
ices system and track reports of child abuse
and neglect from intake through final dis-
position;

‘“(xv) provisions and procedures requiring
identification and assessment of all reports
involving children known or suspected to be
victims of sex trafficking (as defined in sec-
tion 103(12) of the Trafficking Victims Pro-
tection Act of 2000 (22 U.S.C. 7102(12)));

‘“(xvi) provisions, procedures, and mecha-
nisms that assure that the State does not re-
quire reunification of a surviving child with
a parent who has been found by a court of
competent jurisdiction—

“(I) to have committed murder (which
would have been an offense under section
1111(a) of title 18, United States Code, if the
offense had occurred in the special maritime



H1380

or territorial jurisdiction of the TUnited
States) of another child of such parent;

“(I1) to have committed voluntary man-
slaughter (which would have been an offense
under section 1112(a) of title 18, United
States Code, if the offense had occurred in
the special maritime or territorial jurisdic-
tion of the United States) of another child of
such parent;

‘(ITI) to have aided or abetted, attempted,
conspired, or solicited to commit such mur-
der or voluntary manslaughter;

“(IV) to have committed a felony assault
that results in the serious bodily injury to
the surviving child or another child of such
parent;

(V) to have committed sexual abuse
against the surviving child or another child
of such parent; or

‘“(VI) to be required to register with a sex
offender registry under section 113(a) of the
Adam Walsh Child Protection and Safety Act
of 2006 (34 U.S.C. 20913(a)); and

‘“(xvii) an assurance that, upon the imple-
mentation by the State of the provisions,
procedures, and mechanisms under clause
(xvi), conviction of any one of the felonies
listed in clause (xvi) constitute grounds
under State law for the termination of pa-
rental rights of the convicted parent as to
the surviving children (although -case-by-
case determinations of whether or not to
seek termination of parental rights shall be
within the sole discretion of the State);

‘“(B) an assurance that the State has in
place procedures for responding to the re-
porting of medical neglect (including in-
stances of withholding of medically indi-
cated treatment from infants with disabil-
ities who have life-threatening conditions),
procedures or programs, or both (within the
State child protective services system), to
provide for—

‘(i) coordination and consultation with in-
dividuals designated by and within appro-
priate health-care facilities;

‘(ii) prompt notification by individuals
designated by and within appropriate health-
care facilities of cases of suspected medical
neglect (including instances of withholding
of medically indicated treatment from in-
fants with disabilities who have life-threat-
ening conditions); and

‘“(iii) authority, under State law, for the
State child protective services system to
pursue any legal remedies, including the au-
thority to initiate legal proceedings in a
court of competent jurisdiction, as may be
necessary to prevent the withholding of
medically indicated treatment from infants
with disabilities who have life-threatening
conditions;

‘“(C) an assurance or certification that pro-
grams and education conducted under this
title address the unique needs of unaccom-
panied homeless youth, including access to
enrollment and support services and that
such youth are eligible for under parts B and
E of title IV of the Social Security Act (42
U.S.C. 621 et seq., 670 et seq.) and meet the
requirements of the McKinney-Vento Home-
less Assistance Act (42 U.S.C. 11301 et seq.);
and

‘(D) a description of—

‘(i) policies and procedures (including ap-
propriate referrals to child welfare service
systems and for other appropriate services
(including home visiting services and mutual
support and parent partner programs) deter-
mined by a family assessment) to address the
needs of infants born with and identified as
being affected by substance use or with-
drawal symptoms resulting from prenatal
drug exposure, or a Fetal Alcohol Spectrum
Disorder, including a requirement that
health care providers involved in the deliv-
ery or care of such infants notify the child
protective welfare service system of the oc-
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currence of such condition in such infants,
except that—

“(I) child protective services shall under-
take an investigation only when the findings
of a family assessment warrant such inves-
tigation; and

‘“(IT) such notification shall not be con-
strued to—

‘‘(aa) establish a definition under Federal
law of what constitutes child abuse or ne-
glect; or

‘“(bb) require prosecution for any illegal
action;

‘“(ii) the development of a multi-discipli-
nary plan of safe care for the infant born and
identified as being affected by substance use
or withdrawal symptoms or a Fetal Alcohol
Spectrum Disorder to ensure the safety and
well-being of such infant following release
from the care of health care providers, in-
cluding through—

‘“(I) using a risk-based approach to develop
each plan of safe care;

‘“(IT) addressing, through coordinated serv-
ice delivery, the health and substance use
disorder treatment needs of the infant and
affected family or caregiver as determined
by a family assessment; and

‘(IIT) the development and implementation
by the State of monitoring systems regard-
ing the implementation of such plans of safe
care to determine whether and in what man-
ner local entities are providing, in accord-
ance with State requirements, referrals to
and delivery of appropriate services for the
infant and affected family or caregiver;

‘(iii) policies and procedures to make
available to the public on the State website
the data, findings, and information about all
cases of child abuse or neglect resulting in a
child fatality or near fatality, including a
description of—

“(I) how the State will not create an excep-
tion to such public disclosure, except in a
case in which—

‘‘(aa) the State would like to delay public
release of case-specific findings or informa-
tion (including any previous reports of do-
mestic violence and subsequent actions
taken to assess and address such reports)
while a criminal investigation or prosecu-
tion of such a fatality or near fatality is
pending;

‘““(bb) the State is protecting the identity
of a reporter of child abuse or neglect; or

‘“(cc) the State is withholding identifying
information of members of the victim’s fam-
ily who are not perpetrators of the fatality
or near fatality; and

‘“(IT) how the State will ensure that in pro-
viding the public disclosure required under
this clause, the State will include—

‘‘(aa) the cause and circumstances of the
fatality or near fatality;

‘“(bb) the age and gender of the child; and

‘‘(cc) any previous reports of child abuse or
neglect investigations that are relevant to
the child abuse or neglect that led to the fa-
tality or near fatality;

‘“(iv) how the State will use data collected
on child abuse or neglect to prevent child fa-
talities and near fatalities;

‘“(v) how the State will implement efforts
to prevent child fatalities and near fatali-
ties;

‘‘(vi) the cooperation of State law enforce-
ment officials, court of competent jurisdic-
tion, and appropriate State agencies pro-
viding human services in the investigation,
assessment, prosecution, and treatment of
child abuse and neglect;

‘“(vii) the steps the State will take to im-
prove the professional development, reten-
tion, and supervision of caseworkers and how
the State will measure the effectiveness of
such efforts;

‘‘(viii) the State’s plan to ensure each child
under the age of 3 who is involved in a sub-
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stantiated case of child abuse or neglect will
be referred to the State’s child find system
under section 635(a)(b) of the Individuals
with Disabilities Education Act (20 U.S.C.
1435(a)(5)) in order to determine if the child
is an infant or toddler with a disability (as
defined in section 632(5) of such Act (20
U.S.C. 1432(5)));

‘(ix) the State’s plan to improve, as part of
a comprehensive State strategy led by law
enforcement, professional development for
child protective services workers and their
appropriate role in identifying, assessing,
and providing comprehensive services for
children who are sex trafficking victims, in
coordination with law enforcement, juvenile
justice agencies, runaway and homeless
youth shelters, and health, mental health,
and other social service agencies and pro-
viders;

‘“(x) the services to be provided under the
grant to individuals, families, or commu-
nities, either directly or through referrals,
aimed at preventing the occurrence of child
abuse and neglect;

‘““(xi) the State’s efforts to ensure profes-
sionals who are required to report suspected
cases of child abuse and neglect are aware of
their responsibilities under subparagraph
(A)(1) and receive professional development
relating to performing such responsibilities
that is specific to their profession and work-
place;

‘‘(xii) policies and procedures encouraging
the appropriate involvement of families in
decisionmaking pertaining to children who
experienced child abuse or neglect;

‘‘(xiii) the State’s efforts to improve appro-
priate collaboration among child protective
services agencies, domestic violence services
agencies, substance use disorder treatment
agencies, and other agencies in investiga-
tions, interventions, and the delivery of serv-
ices and treatment provided to children and
families affected by child abuse or neglect,
including children exposed to domestic vio-
lence, where appropriate;

‘“(xiv) policies and procedures regarding
the use of differential response, as applica-
ble, to improve outcomes for children; and

‘“‘(xv) the State’s efforts to reduce racial
bias in its child protective services system.”’.

(3) LIMITATIONS.—Paragraph (3) of section
106(b) of the Child Abuse Prevention and
Treatment Act (42 U.S.C. 5106a(b)) is amend-
ed—

(A) in the paragraph heading, by striking
“LIMITATION’’ and inserting ‘‘LIMITATIONS’’;

(B) by striking ‘“With regard to clauses (vi)
and (vii) of paragraph (2)(B),” and inserting
the following:

““(A) DISCLOSURE OF CERTAIN IDENTIFYING
INFORMATION.—With regard to subparagraphs
(A)(@v) and (D)(iii) of paragraph (2),”;

(C) by striking the period at the end and
inserting ¢‘; and’’; and

(D) by adding at the end the following:

‘“(B) PUBLIC ACCESS TO COURT PRO-
CEEDINGS.—Nothing in paragraph (2) shall be
construed to limit the State’s flexibility to
determine State policies relating to public
access to court proceedings to determine
child abuse and neglect, except that such
policies shall, at a minimum, ensure the
safety and well-being of the child, parents,
and families.”.

(4) DEFINITIONS.—Paragraph (4) of section
106(b) of the Child Abuse Prevention and
Treatment Act (42 U.S.C. 5106a(b)) is amend-
ed—

(A) in the paragraph heading, by striking
“DEFINITIONS’’ and inserting ‘‘DEFINITION’’;

(B) by striking ‘‘this subsection’ and all
that follows through ‘‘means an act’’ and in-
serting the following: ‘‘this subsection, the
term ‘near fatality’ means an act’’;

(C) by striking ‘‘; and” and inserting a pe-
riod; and
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(D) by striking subparagraph (B).

(c) CITIZEN REVIEW PANELS.—Section 106(c)
of the Child Abuse Prevention and Treat-
ment Act (42 U.S.C. 5106a(c)) is amended—

(1) in paragraph (1)(B), by striking ‘‘EXCEP-

TIONS.” and all that follows through ‘A
State may”’ and inserting ‘EXCEPTION.—A
State may’’;

(2) in paragraph (4)(A)—

(A) in the matter preceding clause (i), by
striking ‘‘and where appropriate, specific
cases,’”’; and

(B) in clause (iii)(I), by striking ‘‘foster
care and adoption programs’ and inserting
‘“foster care, prevention, and permanency
programs’’; and

(3) by amending the first sentence of para-
graph (6) to read as follows: ‘‘Each panel es-
tablished under paragraph (1) shall prepare
and make available to the State and the pub-
lic, on an annual basis, a report containing a
summary of the activities of the panel, the
criteria used for determining which activi-
ties the panel engaged in, and recommenda-
tions or observations to improve the child
protective services system at the State and
local levels, and the data upon which these
recommendations or observations are
based.”’.

(d) ANNUAL STATE DATA REPORTS.—Section
106(d) of the Child Abuse Prevention and
Treatment Act (42 U.S.C. 5106a(d)) is amend-
ed—

(1) by amending paragraph (13) to read as
follows:

‘“(13) The annual report containing the
summary of the activities and recommenda-
tions of the citizen review panels of the
State required by subsection (c¢)(6), and the
actions taken by the State as a result of
such recommendations.”;

(2) in paragraph (15), by striking ‘‘sub-
section (b)(2)(B)(ii)”” and inserting ‘‘sub-
section (b)(2)(D)({)”’;

(3) in paragraph (16), by striking ‘‘sub-
section (b)(2)(B)(xxi)”” and inserting ‘‘sub-
section (b)(2)(D)(viii)’’;

(4) in paragraph (17), by striking ‘‘sub-
section (b)(2)(B)(xxiv)”’ and inserting ‘‘sub-

section (b)(2)(A)(xV)’’;
(5) in paragraph (18)—
(A) in subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘sub-

section (b)(2)(B)(ii)”’ and inserting ‘‘sub-
section (b)(2)(D)({)”’;

(B) in subparagraph (B), by striking ‘‘sub-
section (b)(2)(B)(iii)”’ and inserting ‘‘sub-
section (b)(2)(D)(ii)”’; and

(C) in subparagraph (C), by striking ‘‘sub-
section (b)(2)(B)(iii)”’ and inserting ‘‘sub-

section (b)(2)(D)(ii)”’; and

(6) by adding at the end the following:

‘“(19) The number of child fatalities and
near fatalities from maltreatment and re-
lated information in accordance with the
uniform standards established under section
103(d).”".

(e) ALLOTMENTS.—Section 106(f) of the
Child Abuse Prevention and Treatment Act
(42 U.S.C. 5106a(f)) is amended by adding at
the end the following:

‘(6) LIMITATION.—For any fiscal year for
which the amount allotted to a State or ter-
ritory under this subsection exceeds the
amount allotted to the State or territory
under such subsection for fiscal year 2021,
the State or territory may use not more
than 2 percent of such excess amount for ad-
ministrative expenses.’’.

SEC. 107. MISCELLANEOUS REQUIREMENTS.

Section 108 of the Child Abuse Prevention
and Treatment Act (42 U.S.C. 5106d) is
amended—

(1) in subsection (b), by inserting ‘‘Indian

tribes, and tribal organizations,” after
‘“States,”’;
(2) by redesignating subsections (c)

through (e) as subsections (d) through (f), re-
spectively; and
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(3) by inserting after subsection (b) the fol-
lowing:

““(c) PROTECTING AGAINST SYSTEMIC CHILD
SEXUAL ABUSE.—

(1) REPORTING AND TASK FORCE.—Not later
than 24 months after the date of the enact-
ment of the Stronger Child Abuse Prevention
and Treatment Act, each State task force es-
tablished under section 107(c) and expanded
as described in paragraph (2) shall study and
make recommendations on the following,
with a focus on preventing systemic child
sexual abuse:

‘“(A) How to detect systemic child sexual
abuse that occurs in an organization.

‘(B) How to prevent child sexual abuse and
systemic child sexual abuse from occurring
in organizations, which shall include rec-
ommendations to improve—

‘(i) practices and policies for the edu-
cation of parents, caregivers, and victims,
and age appropriate education of children,
about risk factors or signs of potential child
sexual abuse; and

‘“(i1) the efficacy of applicable State laws
and the role such laws play in deterring or
preventing incidences of child sexual abuse.

‘“(C) The feasibility of making available
the disposition of a perpetrator within an or-
ganization to—

‘(i) the child alleging sexual abuse or the
child’s family; or

““(ii) an adult who was a child at the time
of the sexual abuse claim in question or the
adult’s family.

‘“(2) TASK FORCE COMPOSITION.—For pur-
poses of this subsection, a State task force
shall include—

‘“(A) the members of the State task force
described in section 107(c) for the State; and

“(B) the following:

‘(1) Family court judges.

‘“(ii) Individuals from religious organiza-
tions.

¢(iii) Individuals from youth-serving orga-
nizations, including youth athletics organi-
zations.

““(3) REPORTING ON RECOMMENDATIONS.—Not
later than 6 months after a State task force
makes recommendations under paragraph
(1), the State maintaining such State task
force shall—

‘“(A) make public the recommendations of
such report;

‘“(B) report to the Secretary on the status
of adopting such recommendations; and

“(C) in a case in which the State declines
to adopt a particular recommendation, make
public the explanation for such declination.

‘“(4) DEFINITIONS.—For purposes of this sub-
section—

‘“(A) the terms ‘child sexual abuse’ and
‘sexual abuse’ shall not be limited to an act
or a failure to act on the part of a parent or
caretaker;

‘“(B) the term ‘organization’ means any en-
tity that serves children; and

‘“(C) the term ‘systemic child sexual abuse’
means—

‘(i) a pattern of informal or formal policy
or de facto policy to not follow State and
local requirements to report instances of
child sexual abuse in violation of State and
local mandatory reporting laws or policy; or

‘(i) a pattern of assisting individual per-
petrators in maintaining their careers de-
spite substantiated evidence of child sexual
abuse.”.

SEC. 108. REPORTS.

(a) SCALING EVIDENCE-BASED TREATMENT
OF CHILD ABUSE AND NEGLECT.—Section 110
of the Child Abuse Prevention and Treat-
ment Act (42 U.S.C. 5106f) is amended to read
as follows:
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“SEC. 110. STUDY AND REPORT RELATING TO
SCALING EVIDENCE-BASED TREAT-
MENT OF CHILD ABUSE AND NE-
GLECT; STUDY AND REPORT ON
MARITAL AGE OF CONSENT; STUDY
AND REPORT ON STATE MANDATORY
REPORTING LAWS.

‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall con-
duct a study that examines challenges to,
and best practices for, the scalability of
treatments that reduce the trauma resulting
from child abuse and neglect and reduce the
risk of revictimization, such as those allow-
able under sections 105 and 106.

‘““(b) CONTENT OF STUDY.—The study de-
scribed in subsection (a) shall be completed
in a manner that considers the variability
among treatment programs and among popu-
lations vulnerable to child abuse and ne-
glect. The study shall include, at minimum:

‘(1) A detailed synthesis of the existing re-
search literature examining barriers and
challenges to, and best practices for the
scalability of child welfare programs and
services as well as programs and services for
vulnerable children and families in related
fields, including healthcare and education.

‘(2) Data describing state and local pro-
viders’ experiences with scaling treatments
that reduce the trauma resulting from child
abuse and neglect and reduce the risk of re-
victimization.

“‘(3) Consultation with experts in child wel-
fare, healthcare, and education.

‘‘(c) REPORT.—Not later than 3 years after
the date of the enactment of the Stronger
Child Abuse Prevention and Treatment Act,
the Secretary shall submit to the Committee
on Health, Education, Labor, and Pensions of
the Senate and the Committee on Education
and Labor of the House of Representatives a
report that contains the results of the study
conducted under subsection (a), including
recommendations for best practices for scal-
ing treatments that reduce the trauma re-
sulting from child abuse and neglect and re-
duce the risk of revictimization.

“(d) STUDY AND REPORT ON MARITAL AGE OF
CONSENT.—

‘(1) STUuDY.—The Secretary shall study,
with respect to each State—

““(A) the State law regarding the minimum
marriage age; and

‘“(B) the prevalence of marriage involving
a child who is under the age of such min-
imum marriage age.

‘(2) FACTORS.—The study required under
paragraph (1) shall include an examination
of—

““(A) the extent to which any statutory ex-
ceptions to the minimum marriage age in
such laws contribute to the prevalence of
marriage involving a child described in para-
graph (1)(B);

‘“(B) whether such exceptions allow such a
child to be married without the consent of
such child; and

‘(C) the impact of such exceptions on the
safety of such children.

‘“(3) REPORT.—Not later than 1 year after
the date of enactment of the Stronger Child
Abuse Prevention and Treatment Act, the
Secretary shall submit to the Committee on
Health, Education, Labor, and Pensions of
the Senate and the Committee on Education
and Labor of the House of Representatives a
report containing the findings of the study
required by this subsection, including any
best practices.

‘“(e) STUDY AND REPORT ON STATE MANDA-
TORY REPORTING LAWS.—

‘(1) STUuDY.—The Secretary shall collect
information on and otherwise study State
laws for mandatory reporting of incidents of
child abuse or neglect. Such study shall ex-
amine trends in referrals and investigations
of child abuse and neglect due to differences
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in such State laws with respect to the inclu-
sion, as mandatory reporters, of the fol-
lowing individuals:

“(A) Individuals licensed or certified to
practice in any health-related field licensed
by the State, employees of health care facili-
ties or providers licensed by the State, who
are engaged in the admission, examination,
care or treatment of individuals, including
mental health and emergency medical serv-
ice providers.

‘(B) Individuals employed by a school who
have direct contact with children, including

teachers, administrators, and independent
contractors.

‘“(C) Peace officers and law enforcement
personnel.

‘(D) Clergy, including Christian Science
practitioners, except where prohibited on ac-
count of clergy-penitent privilege.

‘‘(E) Day care and child care operators and
employees.

‘“(F) Employees of social services agencies
who have direct contact with children in the
course of employment.

“(G) Foster parents.

“(H) Court appointed special advocates
(employees and volunteers).

‘() Camp and after-school employees.

‘(J) An individual, paid or unpaid, who, on
the basis of the individual’s role as an inte-
gral part of a regularly scheduled program,
activity, or service, accepts responsibility
for a child.

‘“(2) REPORT.—Not later than 4 years after
the date of enactment of the Stronger Child
Abuse Prevention and Treatment Act, the
Secretary shall submit to the Committee on
Health, Education, Labor, and Pensions of
the Senate and the Committee on Education
and Labor of the House of Representatives a
report containing the findings of the study
required by this subsection, including any
best practices related to the inclusion, as
mandatory reporters, of individuals de-
scribed in paragraph (1).”.

(b) REPORT ON CHILD ABUSE AND NEGLECT IN
INDIAN TRIBAL COMMUNITIES.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 2 years
after the date of the enactment of this Act,
the Comptroller General, in consultation
with the Indian tribes from each of the 12 re-
gions of the Bureau of Indian Affairs, shall
study child abuse and neglect in Indian Trib-
al communities for the purpose of identi-
fying vital information and making rec-
ommendations concerning issues relating to
child abuse and neglect in such commu-
nities, and submit to the Committee on
Health, Education, Labor, and Pensions and
the Committee on Indian Affairs of the Sen-
ate and the Committee on Education and
Labor and the Committee on Natural Re-
sources of the House of Representatives a re-
port on such study, which shall include—

(A) the number of Indian tribes providing
primary child abuse and neglect prevention
activities;

(B) the number of Indian tribes providing
secondary child abuse and neglect prevention
activities;

(C) promising practices of Indian tribes
with respect to child abuse and neglect pre-
vention that are culturally-based or cul-
turally-adapted;

(D) information and recommendations on
how such culturally-based or culturally-
adapted child abuse and neglect prevention
activities could become evidence-based;

(E) the number of Indian tribes that have
accessed Federal child abuse and neglect pre-
vention programs;

(F) child abuse and neglect prevention ac-
tivities that Indian tribes provide using
State funds;

(G) child abuse and neglect prevention ac-
tivities that Indian tribes provide using
Tribal funds;
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(H) Tribal access to State children’s trust
fund resources, as described in section 202 of
the Child Abuse Prevention and Treatment
Act (42 U.S.C. 5116a);

(I) how a children’s trust fund model could
be used to support prevention efforts regard-
ing child abuse and neglect of American In-
dian and Alaska Native children;

(J) Federal agency technical assistance ef-
forts to address child abuse and neglect pre-
vention and treatment of American Indian
and Alaska Native children;

(K) Federal agency cross-system collabora-
tion to address child abuse and neglect pre-
vention and treatment of American Indian
and Alaska Native children;

(L) Tribal access to child abuse and neglect
prevention research and demonstration
grants under the Child Abuse Prevention and
Treatment Act (42 U.S.C. 5101 et seq.); and

(M) an examination of child abuse and ne-
glect data systems to identify what Tribal
data is being submitted, barriers to submit-
ting data, and recommendations on improv-
ing the collection of data from Indian Tribes.

(2) DEFINITIONS.—In this subsection—

(A) the term ¢‘Alaska Native’” has the
meaning given the term in section 111 of the
Child Abuse Prevention and Treatment Act
(42 U.S.C. 5106g); and

(B) the terms ‘‘child abuse and neglect”
and ‘“‘Indian tribe’” have the meaning given
the terms in section 3 of the Child Abuse
Prevention and Treatment Act (42 U.S.C.
5101 note).

SEC. 109. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.

Section 112(a) of the Child Abuse Preven-
tion and Treatment Act (42 U.S.C. 5106h(a))
is amended—

(1) in paragraph (1)—

(A) by striking ‘‘to carry out’” through
““fiscal year 2010’ and inserting ‘‘to carry out
this title $270,000,000 for fiscal year 2022’; and

(B) by striking ‘2011 through 2015 and in-
serting ‘2023 through 2027"’; and

(2) by striking paragraph (2)(A) and insert-
ing the following:

‘““(A) IN GENERAL.—Of the amounts appro-
priated for a fiscal year under paragraph (1),
the Secretary shall make available 30 per-
cent of such amounts, or $100,000,000, which-
ever is less, to fund discretionary activities
under this title.”.

SEC. 110. MONITORING AND OVERSIGHT.

Section 114(1) of the Child Abuse Preven-
tion and Treatment Act (42 U.S.C. 5108(1)) is
amended—

(1) in each of subparagraphs (A) and (B), by
striking ‘‘and’ at the end; and

(2) by adding at the end the following:

‘(C) include written guidance and tech-
nical assistance to support States, which
shall include guidance on the requirements
of this Act with respect to infants born with
and identified as being affected by substance
use or withdrawal symptoms, Neonatal Ab-
stinence Syndrome, or Fetal Alcohol Spec-
trum Disorder, as described in clauses (i) and
(ii) of section 106(b)(2)(D), including by—

‘(i) enhancing States’ understanding of re-
quirements and flexibilities under the law,
including by clarifying key terms;

‘(ii) addressing State-identified challenges
with developing, implementing, and moni-
toring plans of safe care; and

‘“(iii) disseminating best practices on im-
plementation of plans of safe care, on such
topics as differential response, collaboration
and coordination, and identification and de-
livery of services for different populations,
while recognizing needs of different popu-
lations and varying community approaches
across States; and

‘(D) include the submission of a report to
the Committee on Education and Labor of
the House of Representatives and the Com-
mittee on Health, Education, Labor, and
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Pensions of the Senate not later than 1 year

after the date of the enactment of this Act

that contains a description of the activities

taken by the Secretary to comply with the

requirements of subparagraph (C); and”’.

SEC. 111. ELECTRONIC INTERSTATE DATA
CHANGE SYSTEM.

Title I of the Child Abuse Prevention and
Treatment Act (42 U.S.C. 5101 et seq.) is
amended by adding at the end the following:
“SEC. 115. ELECTRONIC INTERSTATE DATA EX-

CHANGE SYSTEM.

‘‘(a) INTERSTATE DATA EXCHANGE SYS-
TEM.—

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Health
and Human Services shall consider the rec-
ommendations included in the reports re-
quired under paragraph (8)(A) and subsection
(b)(2) in developing an electronic interstate
data exchange system that allows State enti-
ties responsible under State law for main-
taining child abuse and neglect registries to
communicate information across State lines.

‘“(2) STANDARDS.—In developing the elec-
tronic interstate data exchange system
under paragraph (1), the Secretary shall—

‘“(A) use interoperable standards developed
and maintained by intergovernmental part-
nerships, such as the National Information
Exchange Model;

‘(B) develop policies
standards that—

‘‘(i) ensure consistency in types of informa-
tion shared and not shared; and

‘“(ii) specify circumstances under which
data should be shared through the interstate
data exchange system; and

‘(C) ensure that all standards and policies
adhere to the privacy, security, and civil
rights laws of each State and Federal law.

“(3) LIMITATION ON USE OF ELECTRONIC
INTERSTATE DATA EXCHANGE SYSTEM.—The
electronic interstate data exchange system
may only be used for purposes relating to
child safety.

“(4) PILOT PROGRAM.—

‘“(A) IMPLEMENTATION.—Not later than 6
months after the date of the enactment of
this section, the Secretary of Health and
Human Services shall begin implementation
of a pilot program to generate recommenda-
tions for the full integration of the elec-
tronic interstate data exchange system.
Such pilot program shall include not less
than 10 States and not more than 15 States.

‘“(B) COMPLETION.—Not later than 30
months after the date of the enactment of
this section, the Secretary of Health and
Human Services shall complete the pilot pro-
gram described in subparagraph (A).

“(5) INTEGRATION.—The Secretary of
Health and Human Services may assist
States in the integration of this system into
the infrastructure of each State using funds
appropriated under this subsection.

‘(6) PARTICIPATION.—AS a condition on eli-
gibility for receipt of funds under section 106,
each State shall—

‘““(A) participate in the electronic inter-
state data exchange system to the fullest ex-
tent possible in accordance with State law
(as determined by the Secretary of Health
and Human Services) not later than Decem-
ber 31, 2027; and

‘‘(B) prior to the participation described in
subparagraph (A), provide to the Secretary
of Health and Human Services an assurance
that the child abuse and neglect registry of
such State provides procedural due process
protections with respect to including indi-
viduals on such registry.

“(7T) PROHIBITION.—The Secretary of Health
and Human Services may not access or store
data from the electronic interstate data ex-
change system, unless the State to which
such data pertains voluntarily shares such
data with the Secretary of Health and
Human Services.

EX-

and governance
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‘(8) REPORTS.—The Secretary of Health
and Human Services shall prepare and sub-
mit to Congress—

“(A) not later than 3 years after the date of
the enactment of this section, a report on
the recommendations from the pilot pro-
gram described in paragraph (4); and

‘(B) not later than January 31, 2026, a re-
port on the progress made in implementing
this subsection.

‘(9) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
Of the funds appropriated under section 112
for a fiscal year—

“(A) for each of fiscal years 2022 and 2023,
$2,000,000 shall be reserved to carry out this
section; and

‘“(B) for each of fiscal years 2024 through
2027, $1,000,000 shall be reserved to carry out
this section.

““(b) WORKING GROUP.—

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 60 days
after the date of the enactment of this sec-
tion, the Secretary of Health and Human
Services shall convene a working group to
study and make recommendations on the fol-
lowing:

““(A) The feasibility of making publicly
available on the website of each State defini-
tions and standards of substantiated child
abuse and neglect for the State.

‘“(B) Whether background check require-
ments under this Act, the Child Care and De-
velopment Block Grant Act of 1990 (42 U.S.C.
9858 et seq.), and part E of title IV of the So-
cial Security Act (42 U.S.C. 670 et seq.) are
complementary or if there are discrepancies
that need to be addressed.

‘“(C) How to improve communication be-
tween and across States, including through
the use of technology and the use of the elec-
tronic interstate data exchange system es-
tablished under subsection (a), to allow for
more accurate and efficient exchange of
child abuse and neglect records.

‘(D) How to reduce barriers and establish
best practices for the State to provide timely
responses to requests from other States for
information contained in the State’s child
abuse and neglect registry through the elec-
tronic interstate data exchange system es-
tablished under subsection (a).

‘“‘(E) How to ensure due process for any in-
dividual included in a State’s child abuse and
neglect registry, including the following:

‘(i) The level of evidence necessary for in-
clusion in the State’s child abuse and neglect
registry.

‘‘(ii) The process for notifying such indi-
vidual of inclusion in the State’s child abuse
and neglect registry and the implications of
such inclusion.

‘“(iii) The process for providing such indi-
vidual the opportunity to challenge such in-
clusion, and the procedures for resolving
such challenge.

‘(iv) The length of time an individual’s
record is to remain in the State’s child abuse
and neglect registry, and the process for re-
moving such individual’s record.

‘(v) The criteria for when such individual’s
child abuse and neglect registry record may
be—

““(I) made accessible to the general public;

“(IT) made available for purposes of an em-
ployment check; and

““(ITI) be shared for the purposes of partici-
pation in the electronic interstate data ex-
change system described in subsection (a).

‘“(2) REPORT.—Not later than 18 months
after the date of the enactment of this sec-
tion, the working group convened under
paragraph (1) shall submit a report con-
taining its recommendations to the Sec-
retary of Health and Human Services, the
Committee on Health, Education, Labor, and
Pensions of the Senate, and the Committee
on Education and Labor of the House of Rep-
resentatives.
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““(3) CONSTRUCTION.—There shall be no re-
quirement for any State to adopt the rec-
ommendations of the working group, nor
shall the Secretary of Health and Human
Services incentivize or coerce any State to
adopt any such recommendation.”.

SEC. 112. TECHNICAL AND CONFORMING AMEND-
MENTS.

(a) TECHNICAL AMENDMENTS.—The Child
Abuse Prevention and Treatment Act (42
U.S.C. 5101 et seq.), as amended by the pre-
ceding provisions of this Act, is further
amended—

(1) by striking ‘“‘Committee on Education
and the Workforce” each place it appears
and inserting ‘‘Committee on Education and
Labor’’;

(2) in section 103(c)(1)(F), by striking
‘‘abused and neglected children’ and insert-
ing ‘“‘victims of child abuse or neglect’; and

(3) in section 107(f), by striking ‘(42 U.S.C.
10603a)’" and inserting ‘(34 U.S.C. 20104)”".

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—

(1) SECTION 103.—Section 103(b)(5) (42 U.S.C.
5104(b)(5)) is amended by striking ‘‘section

106(b)(2)(B)(iii)”” and inserting ‘‘section
106(b)(2)(D)({1)”".
(2) SECTION 105.—Section 105(a)(11) (42

U.S.C. 5106(a)(11) (as redesignated by section
105(1)(A) of this Act) is amended—

(A) in subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘sec-
tion 106(b)(2)(B)(iii)”’ and inserting ‘‘section
106(b)(2)(D)([11)™;

(B) in subparagraph (C)—

(i) in clause ({)(II), by striking ‘‘section
106(b)(2)(B)(iii)””> and inserting ‘‘section
106(b)(2)(D)(11)™;

(ii) in clause ({)(IV), by striking ‘‘section
106(b)(2)(B)(iii)(II)” and inserting ‘‘section

106(b)(2)(D)({1)(ID)’; and
(iii) in clause (ii), by striking ‘‘clauses (ii)
and (iii) of section 106(b)(2)(B)”’ and inserting
‘‘clauses (i) and (ii) of section 106(b)(2)(D)’’;
(C) in subparagraph (D)—

(i) in clause (i)(I), by striking ‘‘section
106(b)(2)(B)(iii)(I)’ and inserting ‘‘section
106(b)(2)(D)(A1)(T)™;

(ii) in clause (ii)(I), by striking ‘‘section
106(b)(2)(B)(ii)”’ and inserting ‘‘section
106(0)(2)(D)(A)"";

(iii) in clause (ii)(II), by striking ‘‘section
106(b)(2)(B)(iii)”” and inserting ‘‘section
106(b)(2)(D)A1)(D)™;

(iv) in clause (iii)(I), by striking ‘‘section
106(b)(2)(B)({1)”’ and inserting ‘‘section
106(0)(2)(A)(D)™;

(v) in clause (iii)(IV), by striking ‘‘section
106(b)(2)(B)(iii)”” and inserting ‘‘section
106(b)(2)(D)({i)”’; and

(vi) in clause (v), by striking ‘‘section
106(b)(2)(B)(iii)”” and inserting ‘‘section
106(b)(2)(D)(11)™;

(D) in subparagraph (E), by striking ‘‘sec-
tion 106(b)(2)(B)(ii)”’ and inserting ‘‘section
106(b)(2)(D)(1)’’; and

(E) in subparagraph (G)(ii), by striking
‘‘clauses (ii) and (iii) of section 106(b)(2)(B)”’
and inserting ‘‘clauses (i) and (ii) of section
106(b)(2)(D)”’.

(3) SECTION 114.—Section 114(1)(B) (42 U.S.C.
5108(1)(B)) is amended by striking ‘‘clauses
(ii) and (iii) of section 106(b)(2)(B)’’ and in-
serting ‘‘clauses (i) and (ii) of section
106(b)(2)(D)”’.

(4) TABLE OF CONTENTS.—The table of con-
tents in section 1(b) of the Child Abuse Pre-
vention and Treatment Act is amended—

(A) by striking the items relating to sec-
tions 2 and 102;

(B) by inserting after the item relating to
section 114 the following:

‘“Sec. 115. Electronic interstate
change system.’’;

data ex-
and

(C) by striking the item relating to section
110, and inserting the following:

H1383

““Sec. 110. Study and report relating to scal-
ing evidence-based treatment of
child abuse and neglect; study
and report on marital age of

consent; study and report on
State mandatory reporting
laws.”.

TITLE II—COMMUNITY-BASED GRANTS
FOR THE PREVENTION OF CHILD ABUSE
AND NEGLECT

SEC. 201. PURPOSE AND AUTHORITY.
Subsections (a) and (b) of section 201 of the

Child Abuse Prevention and Treatment Act

(42 U.S.C. 5116) are amended to read as fol-

lows:

‘‘(a) PURPOSE.—The purposes of this title
are—

‘(1) to establish and maintain support for
community-based family strengthening serv-
ices and statewide systems-building ap-
proaches to the extent practicable, to ensure
the development, operation, expansion, co-
ordination, and evaluation of quality serv-
ices, initiatives, programs, and activities to
prevent child abuse and neglect; and

““(2) to promote improved access for diverse
populations with demonstrated need, includ-
ing low-income families, racial and ethnic
minorities, families with children or care-
givers with disabilities, underserved commu-
nities, and rural communities, to family
strengthening services in order to more ef-
fectively prevent child abuse and neglect.

‘““(b) AUTHORITY.—The Secretary shall
make grants under this title on a formula
basis to the entity designated by the State
as the lead entity (referred to in this title as
the ‘lead entity’) under section 202(1) for the
following purposes:

‘(1) Providing programs, activities, and
initiatives to help families build protective
factors linked to the prevention of child
abuse and neglect, such as knowledge of par-
enting and child development, parental resil-
ience, social connections, time-limited and
need-based concrete support, and social and
emotional development of children, that—

““(A) are accessible to diverse populations,
effective, and culturally appropriate;

“(B) build upon existing strengths;

‘(C) offer assistance to families;

‘(D) provide early, comprehensive support
for parents;

‘“(E) promote the development of healthy
familial relationships and parenting skills,
especially in young parents and parents with
very young children;

““(F) increase family stability;

‘(G) improve family access to formal and
informal community-based resources, includ-
ing health and mental health services, time-
limited and need-based concrete supports,
and services and supports to meet the needs
of families with children or caregivers with
disabilities; and

‘““(H) support the additional needs of fami-
lies with children with disabilities, including
through respite care.

‘“(2) Fostering the development of a con-
tinuum of preventive services to strengthen
families through State- and community-
based collaborations and both public and pri-
vate partnerships.

‘(3) Financing the start-up, maintenance,
expansion, or redesign of core services de-
scribed in section 205, where communities
have identified gaps and decided to prioritize
the establishment of such services, to the ex-
tent practicable given funding levels and
community priorities.

“(4) Maximizing funding through
leveraging Federal, State, local, public, and
private funds to carry out the purposes of
this title.

‘‘(5) Developing or enhancing statewide and
local networks to operate, expand, or en-
hance community-based family strength-
ening services, initiatives, and activities
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that promote child, parent, family, and com-
munity health and well-being and prevent
child abuse and neglect.

‘(6) Promoting the development of, and co-
ordination with, existing community coali-
tions of networks of family strengthening
services that utilize culturally responsive
providers in order to enhance child, family,
and community well-being and prevent child
abuse and neglect in all families.

“(7) Financing public information activi-
ties that focus on parent and child develop-
ment and child abuse and neglect prevention.

‘“(8) To the extent practicable—

‘““(A) promoting the development and im-
plementation of a statewide systems-build-
ing strategy to address the unmet needs
identified in the inventory described in sec-
tion 204(3), including the participation of
public and private stakeholders, community-
based organizations, legislators, parents and
other relevant stakeholders, and State agen-
cies, including the child welfare agency, the
public health agency, housing agency, and
the State education agency, to scale evi-
dence-based, evidence-informed, and prom-
ising programs that expand access to family
strengthening services and reduce the num-
bers of children entering the foster care sys-
tem;

‘“(B) developing comprehensive outreach
strategies to engage families with various
risk factors, including families who have ex-
perienced trauma or domestic violence, par-
ents with substance use disorder, and fami-
lies with children or caregivers with disabil-
ities; and

‘(C) providing capacity-building supports
to local programs to improve desired out-
comes for children and families, such as—

‘“(i) technical assistance, including support
for local programs to collect outcome data
that helps improve service delivery;

‘“(ii) professional development; and

‘“(iii) peer support networks, including
through developing a problem-solving
forum.”.

SEC. 202. ELIGIBILITY.

Section 202 of the Child Abuse Prevention
and Treatment Act (42 U.S.C. 5116a) is
amended—

(1) in paragraph (1)—

(A) by striking subparagraph (A) and in-
serting the following:

‘““(A) the Governor of the State has des-
ignated a lead entity to administer funds
under this title for the purposes identified
under the authority of this title, including
to develop, implement, operate, enhance, or
expand community-based family strength-
ening services designed to prevent child
abuse and neglect;”’; and

(B) by striking subparagraph (D) and in-
serting the following:

‘(D) the Governor of the State has given
consideration to the capacity and expertise
of all entities requesting to be designated
under subparagraph (A);”’; and

(2) in paragraph (3)—

(A) by striking subparagraph (A) and in-
serting the following:

““(A) has demonstrated ongoing meaningful
partnerships with parents in the develop-
ment, operation, and oversight of State- and
community-based family strengthening serv-
ices designed to prevent child abuse and ne-
glect;”’;

(B) in subparagraph (B), by striking ‘“‘com-
munity-based and prevention-focused pro-
grams and activities designed to strengthen
and support families’” and inserting ‘‘com-
munity-based family strengthening services
designed’’;

(C) by striking subparagraph (C) and in-
serting the following:

‘“(C) has the capacity to provide oper-
ational support (both financial and pro-
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grammatic), professional development, tech-
nical assistance, and evaluation assistance,
to community-based organizations;’’; and

(D) by striking subparagraph (D) and in-
serting the following:

‘(D) will integrate efforts with individuals
and organizations experienced in working in
partnership with low-income families, racial
and ethnic minorities, families with children
or caregivers with disabilities, sexual and
gender minority youth, victims of domestic
violence, and with the child abuse and ne-
glect prevention activities in the State, and
demonstrate a financial commitment to
those activities; and

‘‘(E) will take into consideration access for
diverse populations and unmet need when
distributing funds to local programs under
section 205.”.

SEC. 203. AMOUNT OF GRANT.

Section 203 of the Child Abuse Prevention
and Treatment Act (42 U.S.C. 5116b) is
amended—

(1) by striking subsection (a) and inserting
the following:

‘‘(a) RESERVATION.—For the purpose of
making allotments to Indian tribes and trib-
al organizations and migrant programs, the
Secretary shall reserve 5 percent of the
amount appropriated under section 210(a) for
each fiscal year, except that, if making such
reservation would cause the total amount al-
lotted to States under this section for a fis-
cal year to be less than such total for fiscal
year 2021, the Secretary shall reserve 1 per-
cent of the amount appropriated under sec-
tion 210(a) for the year for such purpose.’’;
and

(2) by adding at the end the following:

‘“(d) LIMITATION.—For any fiscal year for
which the amount allotted to a State under
subsection (b) exceeds the amount allotted
to the State under such subsection for fiscal
year 2021, the State’s lead entity may use
not more than 10 percent of such excess
amount for administrative expenses.”’.

SEC. 204. APPLICATION.

Section 204 of the Child Abuse Prevention
and Treatment Act (42 U.S.C. 5116d) is
amended—

(1) in the matter preceding paragraph (1),
by striking ‘‘specified by the Secretary as es-
sential to carrying out the provisions of sec-
tion 202, including” and inserting ‘‘and as-
surances required in paragraphs (2) and (3) of
section 202 and types of information specified
by the Secretary as essential in carrying out
the provisions of section 201(b), including’’;

(2) in paragraphs (1), (2), and (4), by strik-
ing ‘‘community-based and prevention-fo-
cused programs and activities designed to
strengthen and support families’ and insert-
ing ‘“‘community-based family strengthening
services designed’’;

(3) in paragraph (3) by striking ‘‘commu-
nity-based and prevention-focused programs
and activities’” and inserting ‘‘community-
based family strengthening services de-
signed’’;

(4) in paragraph (5), by striking ‘‘and pre-
vention-focused programs and activities de-
signed to strengthen and support families to
prevent child abuse and neglect;”’ and insert-
ing ‘‘services and statewide strategies de-
signed to strengthen and support families to
promote child, family, and community well-
being and prevent child abuse and neglect;”’;

(5) by striking paragraph (6) and inserting
the following:

‘(6) a description of the State’s capacity
and commitment to ensure the meaningful
involvement of parents who are or have been
consumers of preventative supports, includ-
ing the involvement of parents of diverse
populations, such as low-income families,
families with children or caregivers with dis-
abilities, racial and ethnic minorities, and
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members of other underrepresented or under-
served groups, family advocates, and adult
victims of child abuse or neglect who can
provide leadership in the planning, imple-
mentation, and evaluation of the programs
and policy decisions of the applicant agency
in accomplishing the desired outcomes for
such efforts;”’;

(6) by redesignating paragraph (12) as para-
graph (15);

(7) by redesignating paragraphs (7) through
(11) as paragraphs (8) through (12), respec-
tively:;

(8) by inserting after paragraph (6) the fol-
lowing:

“(7T) a description of the process and cri-
teria the lead entity will use to identify and
select communities in which to build a con-
tinuum of family strengthening services, in-
cluding an assurance that the process will
ensure access for all families, including fam-
ilies in communities with high rates of child
abuse and neglect relative to other commu-
nities in the State;”’;

(9) by striking paragraph (9), as so redesig-
nated, and inserting the following:

‘“(9) a description of outreach activities
that the lead entity and local grantees will
undertake to maximize the participation of
low-income families, racial and ethnic mi-
norities, families with children or caregivers
with disabilities, sexual and gender minority
youth, victims of domestic violence, home-
less families and those at risk of homeless-
ness, and members of other underserved or
underrepresented groups;’’;

(10) by striking paragraph (10), as so redes-
ignated, and inserting the following:

¢(10) a plan for providing operational sup-
port, professional development, and tech-
nical assistance to grantees, other State and
local programs and providers, families, and
other entities involved in strengthening fam-
ilies and preventing child abuse and ne-
glect;”’;

(11) in paragraph (11), as so redesignated,
by striking ‘‘and its members (where appro-
priate)”’ and inserting ‘‘of community-based
family strengthening services and statewide
initiatives’’; and

(12) by striking paragraph (12), as so redes-
ignated, and inserting the following:

‘(12) a description of the actions that the
applicant entity will take to inform sys-
temic changes in State policies, practices,
procedures, and regulations to improve the
delivery of community-based family
strengthening services designed to promote
child, family, and community well-being,
and to prevent child abuse and neglect;

‘(13) a description of how the lead entity
will incorporate research evidence in its
process for selecting community-based fam-
ily strengthening services;

‘“(14) an assurance that, in issuing regula-
tions to improve the delivery of community-
based family strengthening services designed
to promote child, family, and community
well-being, and to prevent child abuse and
neglect, the State will—

‘“(A) take into account how such regula-
tions will impact activities funded under
this Act; and

‘“(B) where appropriate, attempt to avoid
duplication of efforts, minimize costs of
compliance with such regulations, and maxi-
mize local flexibility with respect to such
regulations; and”.

SEC. 205. LOCAL PROGRAM REQUIREMENTS.

Section 205 of the Child Abuse Prevention
and Treatment Act (42 U.S.C. 5l16e) is
amended to read as follows:

“SEC. 205. LOCAL PROGRAM REQUIREMENTS.

‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—Grants from the lead en-
tity made under this title shall be used to
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develop, implement, operate, expand, and en-
hance community-based family strength-
ening services designed to prevent child
abuse and neglect that—

‘(1) assess community assets and needs
and develop a strategy to create a com-
prehensive continuum of effective services
that strengthen and support families to pre-
vent child abuse and neglect, through a plan-
ning process involving parents, local and
public agencies, local nonprofit organiza-
tions and service providers, and private sec-
tor representatives in meaningful ways;

‘“(2) develop or enhance existing place-
based family strengthening services, other
parenting support services, and connections
and coordination among key family services
in the community by reaching spaces famil-
iar to such families; and

“(3) help families build protective factors
that support child and family well-being and
help prevent child abuse and neglect, includ-
ing knowledge of parenting and child devel-
opment, parental resilience, social connec-
tions, time-limited and need-based concrete
support, and social and emotional develop-
ment of children.

“(b) LOCAL CONSIDERATION.—In awarding
grants, the lead entity shall consider, con-
sistent with the needs of the State and com-
munity, how the grantee—

‘(1) demonstrates the ability to form col-
laborations across a range of services or ini-
tiatives and the commitment to engage in
long-term planning and strategic develop-
ment for community-based family strength-
ening services as well as provide on-going
problem solving support;

‘(2) involves parents, including parents of
children with disabilities, diverse racial and
ethnic groups, and members of other under-
represented or underserved populations, in
the development, implementation, oversight,
and evaluation of services;

‘“(3) addresses the need for place-based
services and the need to reach families in
hard-to-reach areas through approaches that
provide core family strengthening services;

‘“(4) promotes improved access to family
strengthening services for diverse popu-
lations and ensures that the services address
identified needs of all families; and

‘“(5) demonstrates an understanding of the
sources of child and family trauma and the
strategies that mitigate the impact of and
prevent adverse childhood experiences.

“(c) LocAL UseEs OF FuNDS.—Grant funds
from the lead entity shall be used for com-
munity-based family strengthening services
designed to prevent child abuse and neglect,
which may include the following:

‘(1) Developing a strategy based on sup-
porting a comprehensive continuum of pre-
ventive, family-centered services that
strengthen and support families to prevent
child abuse and neglect, especially to young
parents, to parents with young children, and
to parents who are adult victims of domestic
violence or child abuse or neglect, through
public-private partnerships.

‘(2) Addressing the needs of families in
hard-to-reach areas by creating access to
place-based family strengthening services.

“(3) Performing an assessment of commu-
nity needs, including by partnering, at the
option of the grantee, with an organization
that already has performed a needs assess-
ment (such as a Maternal, Infant and Early
Childhood Home Visiting program under sec-
tion 511 of the Social Security Act (42 U.S.C.
T711) or a Head Start program under the Head
Start Act (42 U.S.C. 9831 et seq.)).

‘“(4) Supporting outreach for services, in-
cluding by coordinating with existing family
strengthening services such as home visiting
and other early intervention programs.
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‘“(5) Providing, promoting the development
or enhancement of, or connecting families
to, core services that include—

“(A) parenting support and parent edu-
cation programs, including services that help
parents and other caregivers support chil-
dren’s development;

‘(B) parent leadership skills development
programs that support parents’ personal
growth as leaders in their families and com-
munities;

‘“(C) mutual support groups for parents,
children, and parent partners;

‘(D) respite and crisis care; and

‘“(E) referrals to optional community and
social services, including—

‘(i) domestic violence services;

‘“(ii) screening and referrals to early inter-
vention;

‘“(iii) voluntary home visiting programs;

‘“(iv) health and mental health services, in-
cluding referrals for information on the
State Medicaid plan under title XIX of the
Social Security Act (42 U.S.C. 1396 et seq.);

“(v) early care and learning programs in-
cluding child care and Head Start programs
and Early Head Start programs under the
Head Start Act (42 U.S.C. 9831 et seq.);

‘(vi) nutrition programs, including the
special supplemental nutrition program for
women, infants, and children established
under section 17 of the Child Nutrition Act of
1966 (42 U.S.C. 1786) and the supplemental nu-
trition assistance program established under
the Food and Nutrition Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C.
2011 et seq.);

“(vii) education and workforce develop-
ment programs, including adult literacy,
child development, wellness, and family so-
cioeconomic mobility programs; and

‘“(viii) services and supports to meet the
needs of families with children or caregivers
with disabilities, such as early intervention
services for infants and toddlers with disabil-
ities and their families, as early intervention
services are defined in section 632 of the Indi-
viduals with Disabilities Education Act (20
U.S.C. 1432).

‘“(6) Providing leadership in mobilizing
local public and private resources to support
the provision of community-based family
strengthening services designed to prevent
child abuse and neglect.

‘(7)) Developing and maintaining meaning-
ful partnerships with parents relating to the
development, operation, evaluation, and
oversight of the programs and services.

‘“(8) Coordinating with other community-
based family strengthening services designed
to prevent child abuse and neglect in the de-
velopment, operation, and expansion of net-
works where appropriate.

‘(d) PRIORITY.—When awarding grants, a
lead entity shall give priority to effective
community-based efforts that serve low-in-
come communities and are focused on com-
prehensive approaches to serving young par-
ents or parents with young children.”.

SEC. 206. PERFORMANCE MEASURES.

Section 206 of the Child Abuse Prevention
and Treatment Act (42 U.S.C. 5116f) is
amended—

(1) in paragraphs (1), (6), (6), and (8), by
striking ‘‘community-based and prevention-
focused programs and activities designed to
strengthen and support families’’ and insert-
ing ‘“‘community-based family strengthening
services designed’’;

(2) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘meets”
and inserting ‘“‘meet’’;

(3) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘including
core and optional services as described in
section 202’’;

(4) by striking paragraph (3) and inserting
the following:

‘“(3) shall demonstrate how they have ad-
dressed unmet needs identified by the inven-
tory required under section 204;’’;
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(5) by striking paragraph (4) and inserting
the following:

‘“(4) shall describe the number of families
served, including families with children or
caregivers with disabilities, and the involve-
ment of a diverse representation of families
in the design, operation, and evaluation of
both community-based family strengthening
services and networks of such services;’’;

(6) by striking paragraph (7) and inserting
the following:

“(7) shall describe—

‘““(A) the number of programs funded
disaggregated by urban, suburban, and rural
community type;

‘(B) the number of children and families
served under each such program
disaggregated by urban, suburban, and rural
community type; and

‘(C) the number of programs that partner
with outside entities and the services such
outside entities provide;’’;

(7) in paragraph (8)—

(A) by striking ‘‘leadership of”’ and insert
“partnership with’’; and

(B) by striking the period at the end and
inserting ‘‘; and’’; and

(8) by adding at the end the following:

‘“(9) shall describe the extent to which
there is evidence to support the effectiveness
of activities conducted under this title for
the program’s intended purpose, or, in in-
stances where such evidence is not available,
shall describe barriers and challenges to de-
veloping evidence of effectiveness.”’.

SEC. 207. NATIONAL NETWORK FOR COMMUNITY-
BASED FAMILY RESOURCE PRO-
GRAMS.

Section 207 of the Child Abuse Prevention
and Treatment Act (42 U.S.C. 5116g) is
amended—

(1) in the matter preceding paragraph (1),
by striking ‘‘such sums as may be nec-
essary’’ and inserting ‘‘not more than 5 per-
cent’’; and

(2) in paragraph (3), by striking ‘‘commu-
nity-based and prevention-focused programs
and activities designed to strengthen and
support families” and inserting ‘‘commu-
nity-based family strengthening services de-
signed”’.

SEC. 208. DEFINITIONS.

Section 208 of the Child Abuse Prevention
and Treatment Act (42 U.S.C. 5116h) is
amended—

(1) by redesignating paragraphs (1) and (2)
as paragraphs (2) and (1), respectively, and
transferring paragraph (1) as redesignated to
appear before paragraph (2) as redesignated;
and

(2) by striking paragraph (1) (as so redesig-
nated) and inserting the following:

(1) COMMUNITY-BASED FAMILY STRENGTH-
ENING SERVICES.—The term ‘community-
based family strengthening services’ in-
cludes organizations such as family resource
programs, family support programs, vol-
untary home visiting programs, respite care
services, parenting education, mutual sup-
port groups for parents, children, parent
partner programs, and other community pro-
grams or networks of such programs that
provide activities that are designed to pre-
vent child abuse and neglect.”.

SEC. 209. RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Title II of the Child
Abuse Prevention and Treatment Act (42
U.S.C. 5116 et seq.) is amended—

(1) by redesignating section 209 as section
210; and

(2) by inserting after section 208 the fol-
lowing:

“SEC. 209. RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.

‘“‘Nothing in this title shall be construed to
prohibit grandparents, Kkinship care pro-
viders, foster parents, adoptive parents, or
any other individual in a parenting role from
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receiving or participating in services and
programs under this title.”.

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—The table of
contents in section 1(b) of the Child Abuse
Prevention and Treatment Act is amended
by striking the item relating to section 209
and inserting the following:

“Sec. 209. Rule of construction.
““Sec. 210. Authorization of appropriations.’.
SEC. 210. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.

Section 210 of the Child Abuse Prevention
and Treatment Act (42 U.S.C. 5116 et seq.), as
redesignated by section 209 of this Act, is
amended—

(1) by striking ‘““There are’” and inserting
the following:

‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—There are’’;

(2) by striking ‘‘to carry out’ through ‘‘fis-
cal year 2010 and inserting ‘‘to carry out
this title $270,000,000 for fiscal year 2022"’;

(3) by striking ‘2011 through 2015 and in-
serting ‘2023 through 2027’; and

(4) by adding at the end the following:

“(b) TREATMENT OF NON-FEDERAL FUNDS IN
CERTAIN FISCAL YEARS.—For any fiscal year
for which the amount appropriated under
subsection (a) exceeds the amount appro-
priated under such subsection for fiscal year
2021, the Secretary shall consider non-Fed-
eral funds and in-kind contributions as part
of the State contribution for the activities
specified in section 204(4).”.

SEC. 211. STUDY AND REPORT.

(a) STUDY RELATING TO NEW PREVENTION
PROGRAMS.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Comptroller General
of the United States shall complete a study,
using data reported by States to the Sec-
retary of Health and Human Services under
section 206 of the Child Abuse Prevention
and Treatment Act (42 U.S.C. 5116f), as
amended by this Act—

(A) to determine how many families and
children in the first 3 years after the date of
the enactment of this Act are served annu-
ally through programs funded under title II
of the Child Abuse Prevention and Treat-
ment Act (42 U.S.C. 5116 et seq.); and

(B) to compare the number of such families
and children served annually in the first 3
years after the date of the enactment of this
Act to the number of such families and chil-
dren served in fiscal year 2021.

(2) CONTENTS.—The study required under
paragraph (1) shall include the following for
each of the first 3 years after the date of the
enactment of this Act:

(A) An examination of how many families
received evidence-based programming under
title II of the Child Abuse Prevention and
Treatment Act (42 U.S.C. 5116 et seq.).

(B) An examination of the extent to which
local programs conduct evaluations using
funds provided under such title and the find-
ings of such evaluations.

(C) An examination of whether findings of
effectiveness in evaluation studies vary by
urban, suburban, or rural community type.

(D) An examination of whether programs
partnering with other entities are more ef-
fective than those that do not partner with
other entities.

(E) An examination of barriers to imple-
ment evidence-based programming or to con-
duct evaluations in instances where such ac-
tivities do not occur.

(b) REPORT.—Not later than 4 years after
the date of the enactment of this Act, the
Comptroller General of the United States
shall submit to the Committee on Health,
Education, Labor, and Pensions of the Sen-
ate and the Committee on Education and
Labor of the House of Representatives a re-
port that contains the results of the study
conducted under paragraph (1).

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

TITLE III—ADOPTION OPPORTUNITIES
SEC. 301. PURPOSE.

Section 201 of the Child Abuse Prevention
and Treatment and Adoption Reform Act of
1978 (42 U.S.C. 5111) is amended—

(1) in the section heading, by striking
‘‘CONGRESSIONAL FINDINGS AND DECLARATION
OF PURPOSE’’ and inserting ‘‘PURPOSE’’;

(2) by striking subsection (a); and

(3) in subsection (b)—

(A) by striking ‘‘(b) PURPOSE.—’;

(B) in the matter preceding paragraph (1),
by inserting ‘‘sexual and gender minority
youth” after ‘‘particularly older children,
minority children,”’; and

(C) in paragraph (1), by inserting ‘‘services
and,” after ‘‘post-legal adoption’.

SEC. 302. REPORT AND GUIDANCE ON UNREGU-
LATED CUSTODY TRANSFERS.

The Child Abuse Prevention and Treat-
ment and Adoption Reform Act of 1978 (42
U.S.C. 5111 et seq.) is amended by inserting
after section 201 the following:

“SEC. 202. REPORT AND GUIDANCE ON UNREGU-
LATED CUSTODY TRANSFERS.

‘‘(a) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of
Congress that:

‘(1) Some adopted children may be at risk
of experiencing an unregulated custody
transfer because the challenges associated
with adoptions (including the child’s mental
health needs and the difficulties many fami-
lies face in acquiring support services) may
lead families to seek out unregulated cus-
tody transfers.

‘“(2) Some adopted children experience
trauma, and the disruption and placement in
another home by unregulated custody trans-
fer creates additional trauma and instability
for children.

‘“(3) Children who experience an unregu-
lated custody transfer may be placed with
families who have not completed required
child welfare or criminal background checks
or clearances.

‘“(4) Social services agencies and courts are
often unaware of the placement of children
through unregulated custody transfer and
therefore do not conduct assessments on the
child’s safety and well-being in such place-
ments.

‘“(56) Such lack of placement oversight
places a child at risk for future abuse and in-
creases the chance that the child may expe-
rience—

‘‘(A) abuse or neglect;

‘“(B) contact with unsafe adults or youth;
and

‘“(C) exposure to unsafe or isolated envi-
ronments.

‘“(6) The caregivers with whom a child is
placed through unregulated custody transfer
often have no legal responsibility with re-
spect to such child, placing the child at risk
for additional unregulated custody transfers.

‘(T Such caregivers also may not have
complete records with respect to such child,
including the child’s birth, medical, or immi-
gration records.

‘“(8) A child adopted through intercountry
adoption may be at risk of not acquiring
United States citizenship if an unregulated
custody transfer occurs before the adoptive
parents complete all necessary steps to final-
ize the adoption of such child.

‘“(9) Engaging in, or offering to engage in,
unregulated custody transfer places children
at risk of harm.

“(b) REPORT TO CONGRESS.—

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 1 year
after the date of the enactment of this sec-
tion, the Secretary of Health and Human
Services shall provide to the Committee on
Education and Labor of the House of Rep-
resentatives, the Committee on Ways and
Means of the House of Representatives, the
Committee on Finance of the Senate, and
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the Committee on Health, Education, Labor,
and Pensions of the Senate a report on un-
regulated custody transfers of children, in-
cluding of adopted children.

‘(2) ELEMENTS.—The report required under
paragraph (1) shall include—

‘“(A) the causes, methods, and characteris-
tics of unregulated custody transfers, includ-
ing the use of social media and the internet;

‘“(B) the effects of unregulated custody
transfers on children, including the lack of
assessment of a child’s safety and well-being
by social services agencies and courts due to
such unregulated custody transfer;

‘“(C) the prevalence of unregulated custody
transfers within each State and across all
States; and

‘(D) recommended policies for preventing,
identifying, and responding to unregulated
custody transfers, including of adopted chil-
dren, that include—

‘(i) amendments to Federal and State law
to address unregulated custody transfers;

‘“(ii) amendments to child protection prac-
tices to address unregulated custody trans-
fers; and

¢(iii) methods of providing the public in-
formation regarding adoption and child pro-
tection.

*‘(c) GUIDANCE TO STATES.—

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days
after the date specified in subsection (b)(1),
the Secretary shall issue guidance and tech-
nical assistance to States related to pre-
venting, identifying, and responding to un-
regulated custody transfers, including of
adopted children.

‘“(2) ELEMENTS.—The guidance required
under paragraph (1) shall include—

‘“(A) education materials related to pre-
venting, identifying, and responding to un-
regulated custody transfers for employees of
State, local, and Tribal agencies that pro-
vide child welfare services;

‘“(B) guidance on appropriate pre-adoption
education and post-adoption services for do-
mestic and international adoptive families
to promote child permanency; and

‘(C) the assistance available through the
National Resource Center for Special Needs
Adoption under section 203(b)(9).

‘‘(d) DEFINITIONS.—In this section:

‘(1) STATE.—The term ‘State’ means each
of the several States, the District of Colum-
bia, and any commonwealth, territory, or
possession of the United States.

‘(2) UNREGULATED CUSTODY TRANSFER.—
The term ‘unregulated custody transfer’
means the abandonment of a child, by the
child’s parent, legal guardian, or a person or
entity acting on behalf, and with the con-
sent, of such parent or guardian—

“(A) by placing a child with a person who
is not—

‘(i) the child’s parent, step-parent, grand-
parent, adult sibling, legal guardian, or
other adult relative;

‘“(ii) a friend of the family who is an adult
and with whom the child is familiar; or

‘“(iii) a member of the Federally recognized
Indian tribe of which the child is also a
member;

‘(B) with the intent of severing the rela-
tionship between the child and the parent or
guardian of such child; and

¢(C) without—

‘(i) reasonably ensuring the safety of the
child and permanency of the placement of
the child, including by conducting an official
home study, background check, and super-
vision; and

‘“(ii) transferring the legal rights and re-
sponsibilities of parenthood or guardianship
under applicable Federal and State law to a
person described in subparagraph (A).”.

SEC. 303. INFORMATION AND SERVICES.

(a) NATIONAL RESOURCE CENTER FOR SPE-

CIAL NEEDS ADOPTION.—Section 203(b)(9) of
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the Child Abuse Prevention and Treatment
and Adoption Reform Act of 1978 (42 U.S.C.
5113(b)(9)) is amended by inserting ‘‘not later
than 2 years after the date of the enactment
of the Stronger Child Abuse Prevention and
Treatment Act, establish and” before ‘‘main-
tain’’.

(b) PLACEMENT WITH ADOPTIVE FAMILIES.—
Section 203(b)(11)(C) of the Child Abuse Pre-
vention and Treatment and Adoption Reform
Act of 1978 (42 U.S.C. 5113(b)(11)(C)) is amend-
ed by striking ‘‘such children’” and inserting
‘““the children and youth described in the
matter preceding paragraph (1) of section
201°.

(c) PRE-ADOPTION SERVICES.—Section
203(c)(1) of the Child Abuse Prevention and
Treatment and Adoption Reform Act of 1978
(42 U.S.C. 5113(c)(1)) is amended by striking
“‘post’ and inserting ‘‘pre- and post-"’.

(d) SERVICES.—Section 203(c)(2) of the Child
Abuse Prevention and Treatment and Adop-
tion Reform Act of 1978 (42 U.S.C. 5113(¢c)(2))
is amended by inserting ‘‘and the develop-
ment of such services,” after ‘‘not supplant,
services’’.

(e) ELIMINATION OF BARRIERS TO ADOPTION
ACROSS JURISDICTIONAL BOUNDARIES.—Sec-
tion 203(e)(1) of the Child Abuse Prevention
and Treatment and Adoption Reform Act of
1978 (42 U.S.C. 5113(e)(1)) is amended—

(1) by striking ‘“‘with, States,”” and insert-
ing “‘with States, Indian Tribes,”’; and

(2) by inserting ¢, including through the
use of web-based tools such as the electronic
interstate case-processing system referred to
in section 437(g) of the Social Security Act
(42 U.S.C. 6292(g))” before the period at the
end.

SEC. 304. STUDY AND REPORT ON SUCCESSFUL
ADOPTIONS.

Section 204 of the Child Abuse Prevention
and Treatment and Adoption Reform Act of
1978 (42 U.S.C. 5114) is amended to read as fol-
lows:

“SEC. 204. STUDY AND REPORT ON SUCCESSFUL
ADOPTIONS.

‘‘(a) STUDY.—The Secretary shall conduct a
study (directly or by grant to, or contract
with, public or private nonprofit research
agencies or organizations) on adoption out-
comes and the factors (including parental
substance use disorder) affecting those out-
comes.

‘“(b) REPORT.—Not later than the date that
is 36 months after the date of the enactment
of the Stronger Child Abuse Prevention and
Treatment Act the Secretary shall submit a
report to Congress that includes the results
of the study required under subsection (a).”.
SEC. 305. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.

Section 205(a) of the Child Abuse Preven-
tion and Treatment and Adoption Reform
Act of 1978 (42 U.S.C. 5115(a)) is amended—

(1) by striking ‘‘fiscal year 2010 and in-
serting ‘‘fiscal year 2022"’; and

(2) by striking ‘‘fiscal years 2011 through
2015’ and inserting ‘‘fiscal years 2023 through
2027,

TITLE IV—AMENDMENTS TO OTHER LAWS
SEC. 401. TECHNICAL AND CONFORMING AMEND-
MENTS TO OTHER LAWS.

(a) HEAD START AcT.—Section 658E(c)(2)(L)
of the Head Start Act (42 TU.S.C.
9858c(c)(2)(L)) is amended by striking ‘‘will
comply with the child abuse reporting re-
quirements of section 106(b)(2)(B)(i) of the
Child Abuse Prevention and Treatment Act
(42 U.S.C. 5106a(b)(2)(B)(1))” and inserting
“will comply with the child abuse reporting
requirements of section 106(b)(2)(A)(1) of the
Child Abuse Prevention and Treatment Act
(42 U.S.C. 5106a(b)(2)(A)({))”.

(b) VICTIMS OF CRIME ACT OF 1984.—Section
1404A of the Victims of Crime Act of 1984 (34
U.S.C. 20104) is amended by striking ‘‘section
109’ and inserting ‘‘section 107.
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Virginia (Mr. ScoTT) and the gentle-
woman from North Carolina (Ms. FOXX)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Virginia.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. SCOTT of Virginia. Madam
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
all Members may have 5 legislative
days in which to revise and extend
their remarks and include extraneous
material on the measure under consid-
eration.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Virginia?

There was no objection.

Mr. SCOTT of Virginia. Madam
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I
may consume.

Madam Speaker, I rise today in sup-
port of the Stronger Child Abuse Pre-
vention and Treatment Act, or Strong-
er CAPTA.

One of the most basic responsibilities
as public servants is to protect chil-
dren from physical and emotional trau-
ma of child abuse and neglect.

Unfortunately, at the beginning of
the last decade, we saw a disturbing
rise in rates of child maltreatment,
which coincided with the devastating
opioid epidemic. Now the COVID-19
pandemic is not only reaffirming the
urgent need to address the growing cri-
sis, but also, across the country, fami-
lies are coping with severe financial
and emotional challenges. State child
protective services agencies, which
have been chronically underfunded, are
also struggling to help families while
keeping caseworkers safe.

Stronger CAPTA is a bipartisan solu-
tion we need to prevent child abuse and
neglect from happening in the first
place and to provide better treatments
to address child abuse when it takes
place.

This legislation provides States with
the resources they need to expand lo-
cally driven prevention strategies,
which will help strengthen families and
improve child protective services. It
also invests in child protective services
so that they can ensure that case-
workers will have the resources to both
help children and keep themselves safe.
The legislation also streamlines com-
munications between child protective
services across the country so that
critical information is not lost across
State lines.

Such a system would have likely
saved the life of Heaven Watkins, an 11-
year-old girl from my community, who
tragically died because local child pro-
tective services had no way of knowing
that her parents had a history of child
abuse in another State.

Finally, Stronger CAPTA builds on
our bipartisan commitment to keeping
families together when it is in the best
interest of the child.

Madam Speaker, we must do every-
thing in our power to ensure that our
Nation’s children learn and grow in
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healthy environments. That is why,
last Congress, both Democrats and Re-
publicans worked together to pass
Stronger CAPTA with broad bipartisan
support. Our bipartisan effort to pass
this bill again this year demonstrates
that, no matter our party affiliations,
we can all agree that Congress must do
everything we can to support children
and families.

To that end, I thank the sub-
committee chair, Ms. BONAMICI; and
ranking subcommittee member, Mr.

COMER, for their leadership on this key
priority for our committees.

Madam Speaker, I urge my col-
leagues to support Stronger Child
Abuse Prevention and Treatment Act,
and I reserve the balance of my time.

Ms. FOXX. Madam Speaker, I thank
my colleague from Virginia, and I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Madam Speaker, I rise today as a
partner in important work to prevent
and treat child abuse through the bi-
partisan Stronger Child Abuse Preven-
tion and Treatment Act, or Stronger
CAPTA.

Child abuse and neglect are heart-
breaking, immoral, and inexcusable.
No child should ever have to endure
pain and suffering at the hands of a
parent or caregiver, yet, unfortunately,
such behavior continues to affect mil-
lions of children across the country.

This bill, Stronger CAPTA, is focused
on doing what Congress can do to see
that no child experiences the dreadful
impacts caused by neglect and abuse.
This legislation is the result of bipar-
tisan collaboration among members of
the Committee on Education and Labor
and will strengthen Federal efforts to
recognize, prevent, and treat child
abuse and neglect nationwide.

While we have a variety of perspec-
tives represented on the committee, I
believe this compromise will benefit
children and families and maintain im-
portant protections for parents and
faith-based providers of care to fami-
lies.

Importantly, Stronger CAPTA not
only protects children, but it also
maintains and strengthens parental
rights. While there are certainly in-
stances where intervention is nec-
essary, this legislation includes impor-
tant safeguards to limit unsubstan-
tiated or false reports and provides
education to child protective service
workers about the rights of parents
and families.

The first priority of the Federal Gov-
ernment should always be to protect
and respect the family unit, while fos-
tering an environment for both parents
and children to thrive. Stronger
CAPTA gives a holistic view of child
abuse and neglect, providing States
with resources designed to strengthen
families and keep children with those
who love them most.

CAPTA was originally enacted in
1974, to support the development of
programs aimed at prevention, assess-
ment, investigation, prosecution, and
treatment of child abuse and neglect.
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Stronger CAPTA seeks to continue this
important work while putting more
emphasis on prevention so that abuse
and neglect can be stopped before it
happens.

Madam Speaker, the need to pass
this legislation and send it to the
President’s desk is urgent. According
to the Centers for Disease Control and
Prevention, heightened stress, school
closures, loss of income, and social iso-
lation resulting from the COVID-19
pandemic have increased the risk for
child abuse and neglect.

The rate of child maltreatment has
ticked up in recent years, devastating
families and communities across the
country and underscoring the necessity
to open America’s schools safely. With-
out teachers interacting with students
every day, an entire line of defense
against neglect and abuse is lost.

Additionally, due to the increased de-
mand on their services, State child pro-
tective service agencies are struggling
to respond to the growing number of
reports they receive each year.

That is why we are here. Stronger
CAPTA will help States address the re-
cent and devastating rise in child abuse
and neglect by improving the quality
of child protective services and build-
ing networks of prevention services de-
signed to strengthen American fami-
lies.

It improves collaboration between
States regarding accountability, sup-
ports the development of strategies and
best practices for reducing rates of
abuse and neglect linked to parents’
substance abuse disorder, and ensures
that no child is removed from a family
solely because of their economic situa-
tion or without a judicial order, except
in cases of imminent harm.

Furthermore, the bill seeks to pre-
vent and treat child abuse by engaging
the community. We want to prevent
abuse before it ever happens, and one of
the best ways to accomplish that goal
is to ensure that communities and par-
ents work together in the planning, im-
plementation, and evaluation of pre-
vention services.

I believe every Member of this body
wishes to live in a world where laws
like Stronger CAPTA are not nec-
essary. Unfortunately, we do not live
in such a world, but it is reassuring
that during times of extreme political
divisiveness, we can come together for
the greater good.

Madam Speaker, I acknowledge the
hard work done on both sides of the
aisle to author this bipartisan legisla-
tion aimed at protecting some of our
most vulnerable citizens. Protecting
America’s children from abuse and ne-
glect is something we can all agree is
of paramount importance, and I am
glad we could work together on such a
meaningful initiative.

Madam Speaker, I urge all Members
to support the Stronger CAPTA, and I
reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. SCOTT of Virginia. Madam
Speaker, I yield such time as she may
consume to the gentlewoman from
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Georgia (Mrs. MCBATH), a distinguished
member of the Committee on Edu-
cation and Labor.

Mrs. MCBATH. Madam Speaker, I
thank Chairman ScoTT for yielding. I
appreciate it.

Madam Speaker, I rise today in sup-
port of H.R. 485, the Stronger Child
Abuse Prevention and Treatment Act.

Children are our future teachers, doc-
tors, police officers, and Members of
Congress. It is our responsibility to en-
sure that they can live, learn, and grow
up in a safe environment.

In fiscal year 2020, in my home State
of Georgia, it actually ranked second
in the country for the number of calls
to child abuse hotlines.

That is why I was so proud to intro-
duce an amendment in the Committee
on Education and Labor last Congress
with my colleague, the gentlewoman
from New York (Ms. STEFANIK), that
would establish a national child abuse
hotline. I am excited that same lan-
guage was once again included in this
year’s Stronger CAPTA legislation.

Madam Speaker, our bill will create
a grant program for a national child
abuse hotline, for the establishment
and operation of a 24-hour hotline for
victims of child abuse. Their families
and caregivers, parents, youth, man-
dated reporters, and any other con-
cerned community member can call or
text the national child abuse hotline
when looking for immediate help and
support during moments of crisis and
moments of doubt.

The COVID-19 pandemic has in-
creased the risk factors that lead to
child abuse, as millions are experi-
encing elevated levels of stress due in
part to job and income loss, or even the
loss of a loved one. Before the pan-
demic, teachers, social workers, and
members of the community who regu-
larly interacted with children and
youth were able to identify the in-
stances of child abuse and record them
and report them accordingly. However,
as we maintain social distancing to
keep ourselves and our loved ones safe,
it is much harder for those individuals,
who once interacted with our youth, to
identify such abuse.

That is why we must continue to in-
vest in child abuse and prevention serv-
ices, such as the national child abuse
hotline that Congressman STEFANIK
and I have included in Stronger
CAPTA.
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We do not yet know the full extent to
which the COVID-19 pandemic will im-
pact our children, but we need to make
sure that we are fully prepared to take
care of them no matter what.

As my esteemed colleague, Rep-
resentative FoxX, has just made men-
tion of, we know that additional
stressors with COVID-19 pose more
conflicts in our homes, and thereby
adding additional opportunities for
child abuse. Now is not the time to re-
duce funding or support for these well-
needed services. Our Nation’s children
need us now more than ever.
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And I am so grateful, even though I
no longer have my child with me, I am
so grateful to be able to encourage my
colleagues to stand and support this
well-meaning legislation so that I can
take part in saving the lives and pro-
tecting children that may not even be
my own.

Stronger CAPTA is bipartisan legis-
lation that provides critical protec-
tions and resources to families and
children across our Nation to prevent
and end child abuse. With the passage
of this bipartisan legislation, we are
just one step closer to saving our chil-
dren’s lives. Stronger CAPTA is impor-
tant, not only for my home State of
Georgia, but for the Nation.

Together we must ensure the safety
of our Nation’s children, they are our
future. If we, as a Nation, do not pro-
tect the most vulnerable in the least of
these, then who are we? Who are we in
the eyes of the Nation? And who are we
in the eyes of the world? Together we
must ensure the safety of our Nation’s
children.

Madam Speaker, I encourage all of
my colleagues, both Republicans and
Democrats, to support this very vital,
well-meaning and important legisla-
tion.

Ms. FOXX. Madam Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Madam Speaker, no child should ever
have to endure the pain of abuse or ne-
glect by a parent or caregiver, and that
is why today’s work is so important.

By passing today’s bill, we are fo-
cused on protecting the most vulner-
able citizens among us and give them a
voice here in Congress.

The bipartisan Stronger CAPTA bol-
sters prevention efforts and stream-
lines current assurances and require-
ments so States can focus on serving
and providing treatment to children
rather than spending more time filling
out paperwork.

Child abuse and neglect has no place
in America’s homes, and it is my hope
that today’s legislation will signifi-
cantly reduce the number of children
who must cope with the devastating
impacts of abuse and neglect.

Madam Speaker, I thank my col-
leagues on both sides of the aisle for
their hard work on this critical legisla-
tion. Again, I urge a ‘‘yes’ vote, and I
yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. SCOTT of Virginia. Madam
Speaker, I yield myself the balance of
my time.

Madam Speaker, I, once again, want
to thank Ms. BONAMICI and Mr. COMER,
as well as Ms. STEVENS, Ms. STEFANIK,
Ms. SCHRIER, Mr. JOHNSON, and Rank-
ing Member FoxX for their leadership
in advancing this bill.

Stronger CAPTA will make signifi-
cant improvements in existing law by
authorizing record levels of funding for
prevention as well as treating child
abuse, increasing accountability to
make sure States are using the money
effectively, and closing gaps in the law
that will put wvulnerable children in
danger.
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Madam Speaker, I urge my col-
leagues to support the legislation, and
I yield back the balance of my time.

Ms. MOORE of Wisconsin. Madam Speak-
er, | am pleased to rise today in strong sup-
port of the CAPTA reauthorization measure
that is before the House today.

| want to thank Chairman ScoTT and Rank-
ing Member Foxx for their leadership and for
the bipartisan work on this legislation that has
brought us to this point.

This measure provides an overdue but crit-
ical reauthorization of programs authorized
under the Child Abuse Prevention and Treat-
ment Act (CAPTA). These changes would,
among others, address child abuse and ne-
glect related to families impacted by sub-
stance use disorders, racial bias in the child
protective services system, and improving ef-
forts to combat child sexual abuse.

The bill also contains language based on
my Family Poverty is Not Child Neglect Act,
which aims to stop families from being ripped
apart not because of neglect or abuse, but for
issues rooted in poverty. In these situations,
services to help families and support them and
their children are a much better approach than
family separation.

| appreciate the support from the chairman
and bipartisan support and efforts of Rep.
SUSIE LEE and Rep. BoB GOOD to ensure this
language was included in the bill.

| also worked with Rep. JOSEPH MORELLE
and Rep. VAN TAYLOR to include the Study
and Report on Marital Age of Consent exam-
ining the prevalence of forced child marriages
in the United States and their impact on chil-
dren’s safety and well-being.

| am pleased that we are taking steps to re-
fresh and strengthen our efforts, with states
and local authorities, to protect our children. |
urge my colleagues to vote yes.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Virginia (Mr.
ScoTT) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 485.

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the ayes appeared to have it.

Mrs. GREENE of Georgia. Madam
Speaker, on that I demand the yeas
and nays.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to section 3(s) of House Resolution
8, the yeas and nays are ordered.

Pursuant to clause 8 of rule XX, fur-
ther proceedings on this question are
postponed.

——————

COVID-19 BANKRUPTCY RELIEF
EXTENSION ACT OF 2021

Mr. NADLER. Madam Speaker, I
move to suspend the rules and pass the
bill (H.R. 1651) to amend the CARES
Act to extend the sunset for the defini-
tion of a small business debtor, and for
other purposes, as amended.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 1651

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘“COVID-19

Bankruptcy Relief Extension Act of 2021,
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SEC. 2. EXTENSIONS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 1113 of the
CARES Act (Public Law 116-136) is amend-
ed—

(1) in subsection (a)(5) (11 U.S.C. 1182 note),
by striking ‘1 year” and inserting ‘2 years’’;
and

(2) in subsection (b)(2)(B) (11 U.S.C. 101
note), by striking ‘‘1 year’ and inserting ‘2
years’.

(b) MODIFICATION OF PLAN AFTER CON-
FIRMATION.—

(1) Section 1329(d)(1) of title 11, United
States Code, is amended, in the matter pre-
ceding subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘this
subsection” and inserting ‘‘the COVID-19
Bankruptcy Relief Extension Act of 2021”.

(2) Section 1113(b)(1)(D)(ii) of the CARES
Act (11 U.S.C. 1329 note) is amended by strik-
ing ‘“‘this Act” and inserting ‘‘the COVID-19
Bankruptcy Relief Extension Act of 2021,

(c) BANKRUPTCY RELIEF.—Section 1001 of
division FF of the Consolidated Appropria-
tions Act, 2021 (Public Law 116-260) is amend-
ed by striking ‘‘the date that is 1 year after
the date of enactment of this Act’” each
place the term appears and inserting ‘‘March
27, 20227,

SEC. 3. DETERMINATION
FECTS.

The budgetary effects of this Act, for the
purpose of complying with the Statutory
Pay-As-You-Go Act of 2010, shall be deter-
mined by reference to the latest statement
titled ‘“‘Budgetary Effects of PAYGO Legisla-
tion”’ for this Act, submitted for printing in
the Congressional Record by the Chairman of
the House Budget Committee, provided that
such statement has been submitted prior to
the vote on passage.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
New York (Mr. NADLER) and the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. ISSA) each
will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from New York.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. NADLER. Madam Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
have 5 legislative days in which to re-
vise and extend their remarks and to
include extraneous material on H.R.
1651.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from New York?

There was no objection.

Mr. NADLER. Madam Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Madam Speaker, H.R. 1651, the
COVID-19 Bankruptcy Relief Extension
Act of 2021, is bipartisan legislation to
temporarily extend, until March 27,
2022, the COVID-19 bankruptcy relief
provisions enacted as part of the
CARES Act in the December 2020 omni-
bus appropriations bill.

Since the bankruptcy provisions of
the CARES Act will expire next week,
it is urgent for Congress to ensure that
families and small businesses do not
lose access to these economic lifelines.

These provisions were enacted last
yvear to provide critical relief to fami-
lies and small businesses forced into
bankruptcy because of the ongoing
pandemic. For example, they help en-
sure that Federal COVID-related relief
payments are used by families to get
through this pandemic instead of being
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seized by creditors. They also help peo-
ple stay in their homes and ensure that
their utilities are not shut off.

In addition, these provisions protect
individuals and creditors alike from
the effects of the pandemic derailing
the court-ordered repayment plans
that promise a way out of chapter 13
bankruptcy.

They will also allow more small busi-
nesses to take advantage of the
streamlined process established by the
Small Business Reorganization Act.

Extending these necessary protec-
tions until March of next year will pro-
vide much-needed certainty that the
bankruptcy system will remain respon-
sive to debtors and creditors alike dur-
ing this extraordinarily disruptive cri-
sis.

I thank Mr. CLINE for his work with
me on this bill, and for his work to en-
sure that small businesses have mean-
ingful access to the bankruptcy proc-
ess.

Madam Speaker, I urge my col-
leagues to support this urgently needed
bill, and I reserve the balance of my
time.

Mr. ISSA. Madam Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Madam Speaker, this pandemic, ev-
eryone knows, has uprooted lives and
caused untold destruction to families,
to workers, and to small businesses.
And many see the partisan behavior as
destructive during this time, and they
often do not see the bipartisan behav-
ior.

Today’s extension, H.R. 1651, is an ex-
ample of bipartisan behavior on behalf
of the American people. Repeated and
lengthy government shutdowns in re-
sponse to the pandemic have dev-
astated the ability of millions to work,
pay bills, and support their families,
and keep their small businesses afloat.

In my home State of California, the
restaurant industry has seen more than
one out of four restaurants shutter
their doors forever.

In 2020, Congress passed five bipar-
tisan COVID relief packages. The
CARES Act allowed a variety of tem-
porary relief measures for families and
small businesses. When it was passed,
we believed that, in fact, once the vac-
cine was available, that we would be
able to put this behind us. But today,
when over 10 percent of Americans
have received a vaccine, we now know
that the road to full recovery is longer
ahead of us even after we begin going
to work.

So allowing small businesses to file
chapter 11 bankruptcy by increasing
the maximum debt ceiling, excluding
Federal COVID relief payments from
income calculations, and allowing
debtors to file chapter 13 to modify
their payment plans are only some of
the critical items that the CARES Act
did. Today we are making sure these
will continue until March of 2022.

This bill also extends through 2022
bankruptcy relief provisions included
in the December 2020 COVID relief
package. This extension will provide



H1390

individuals and businesses with cer-
tainty and simplicity as they look at
an economic recovery that, although it
is underway, may be long.

Enacting this bill will assist debtors
and businesses of all sorts, as Ameri-
cans and their firms continue to ad-
dress economic realities. This bill is bi-
partisan, and the bill recognizes that
even businesses which have remained
up and running often find themselves
in a ripple effect of other bankruptcies
or failures by companies that have
been shut down.

Madam Speaker, I strongly rec-
ommend the passage of this bill, and I
reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. NADLER. Madam Speaker, I re-
serve the balance of my time.

Mr. ISSA. Madam Speaker, I yield 3
minutes to the gentleman from Vir-
ginia (Mr. CLINE), one of the coauthors
of this bill.

Mr. CLINE. Madam Speaker, I thank
the gentleman from California, my
friend, for his work on this issue, and I
thank the chairman for his work on
this issue and their great leadership on
this important initiative.

Madam Speaker, in 2010, the National
Bankruptcy Conference Small Business
Working Group released and presented
to Congress a report that identified a
problem regarding small businesses and
the bankruptcy law, and recommended
amendments to the code to add a new
chapter for small business reorganiza-
tions.

As a result of this recommendation, I
introduced the Small Business Reorga-
nization Act, which was signed into
law in August of 2019, and I am pleased
to say it has been a great success for
small businesses.

It is my understanding that 80 per-
cent of small business debtors have
chosen to proceed under subchapter V,
and preliminary data indicates that
these cases are achieving confirmation
far more often than small businesses
who filed prior to SBRA.

However, the Small Business Reorga-
nization Act implemented only a
month before the COVID-19 pandemic
caused the State-mandated temporary
closure of thousands of businesses.
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Seeing the need to ensure that this
new lifeline would be even more
impactful, the CARES Act passed in
March 2020 increased the amount of
debt a business can have to be eligible
for small business bankruptcy proce-
dures from $2.7 million to $7.5 million
and allowed debtors experiencing hard-
ship because of COVID-19 to modify
bankruptcy reorganization plans en-
tered into before the law was enacted.

I have heard from bankruptcy judges
and lawyers in the Western District of
Virginia who have said that their expe-
rience with the Small Business Reorga-
nization Act has been extremely posi-
tive. According to the American Bank-
ruptcy Institute, as of last Sunday,
1,651 cases have been filed.

In addition, according to the Federal
Judicial Center’s Integrated Database,
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as of September 30, 2020, there were 759
subchapter V cases filed in the 6
months from the time the debt limit
was raised to the end of fiscal year
2020, with information on liabilities
available for 548 of these cases. Of
those, 28 percent involved debtors
whose liabilities exceeded the original
limit of $2.7 million. These debtors
would not have been eligible for sub-
chapter V without the temporary in-
crease provided by the CARES Act.

Without this bill to keep the debt
limit at $7.5 million for another year
while we continue to navigate this pan-
demic, about 30 percent of businesses
that would choose to use it would no
longer be eligible.

Preservation of the business benefits
both the creditor, which should receive
a higher recovery because of the debt-
or’s restructuring than they would if
the business liquidated, and the debtor,
who will now be able to remain in busi-
ness rather than liquidating.

Our districts depend on their small
businesses. They are hotels, conven-
ience stores, restaurants, and phar-
macies. Those who endeavor to open
and run a small business are proud of
their work and their standing in our
communities.

Unfortunately, they also take on a
sometimes-insurmountable financial
burden. As we have seen over the last
year, when they are forced to close, it
has a great impact on the rest of us.
That is why the year-end spending and
relief package omitted recovery rebate
payments from bankruptcy estates and
blocked utilities from stopping or de-
nying service to some individuals in
bankruptcy. This bill would extend
those provisions by 3 months but
wouldn’t affect other provisions in that
law that are already scheduled to ex-
pire later in 2022.

I am proud to have introduced this
legislation along with Chairman NAD-
LER to support our small businesses
and our families, and I urge its pas-
sage.

Mr. NADLER. Madam Speaker, I
have no further speakers.

Mr. ISSA. Madam Speaker, both
sides of the aisle are united behind this
good, sensible extension of law.

Madam Speaker, I strongly rec-
ommend that all of our Members vote
for it, and I yield back the balance of
my time.

Mr. NADLER. Madam Speaker, this
bill will provide critical relief to the
small businesses and families forced
into bankruptcy because of the ongoing
pandemic. These provisions help make
sure that the pandemic does not derail
the path to a fresh start that the bank-
ruptcy code promises for individuals
and businesses alike.

As Mr. IssA said, this is bipartisan
legislation. I am aware of no opposition
to it whatsoever.

Madam Speaker, I hope all of my col-
leagues will support this urgently
needed bill, and I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
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the gentleman from New York (Mr.
NADLER) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 1651, as
amended.

The question was taken.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being
in the affirmative, the ayes have it.

Mrs. GREENE of Georgia. Madam
Speaker, on that I demand the yeas
and nays.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to section 3(s) of House Resolution
8, the yeas and nays are ordered.

Pursuant to clause 8 of rule XX, fur-
ther proceedings on this motion are
postponed.

———

VOCA FIX TO SUSTAIN THE CRIME
VICTIMS FUND ACT OF 2021

Mr. NADLER. Madam Speaker, I
move to suspend the rules and pass the
bill (H.R. 1652) to deposit certain funds
into the Crime Victims Fund, to waive
matching requirements, and for other
purposes, as amended.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 1652

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the “VOCA Fix to
Sustain the Crime Victims Fund Act of
2021.

SEC. 2. COMPREHENSIVE FIX OF CRIME VICTIMS
FUND AND COMPENSATION.

(a) CRIME VICTIMS FUND.—Section 1402 of
the Victims of Crime Act of 1984 (34 U.S.C.
20101) is amended—

(1) in subsection (b)—

(A) in paragraph (4), by striking ‘‘; and”
and inserting a semicolon;

(B) in paragraph (5)(B), by striking the pe-
riod at the end and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and

(C) by adding at the end the following new
paragraph:

‘(6) any funds that would otherwise be de-
posited in the general fund of the Treasury
collected pursuant to—

‘‘(A) a deferred prosecution agreement; or

‘(B) a non-prosecution agreement.’’; and

(2) in subsection (e), by striking ‘‘Director’’
and inserting ‘‘Director, except that renew-
als and extensions beyond that period may
be granted at the discretion of the Attorney
General”.

(b) CRIME VICTIM COMPENSATION.—Section
1403 of the Victims of Crime Act of 1984 (34
U.S.C. 20102) is amended—

(1) in subsection (a)—

(A) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘40 per-
cent in fiscal year 2002 and of 60 percent in
subsequent fiscal years’” and inserting ‘75
percent’’;

(B) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘of 40 per-
cent in fiscal year 2002 and of 60 percent in
subsequent fiscal years’’;

(C) by redesignating paragraph (3) as para-
graph (4); and

(D) by inserting after paragraph (2) the fol-
lowing new paragraph:

‘“(3) For the purposes of calculating
amounts awarded in the previous fiscal year
under this subsection, the Director shall not
require eligible crime victim compensation
programs to deduct recovery costs or collec-
tions from restitution or from subrogation
for payment under a civil lawsuit.”’;

(2) in subsection (b)(2) by striking ‘“‘au-
thorities;”’ and inserting ‘‘authorities, except
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if a program determines such cooperation
may be impacted due to a victim’s age, phys-
ical condition, psychological state, cultural
or linguistic barriers, or any other health or
safety concern that jeopardizes the victim’s
wellbeing;’’; and

(3) in subsection (d)—

(A) in paragraph (3), by striking ‘; and”
and inserting a semicolon;

(B) in paragraph (4), by striking the period
at the end and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and

(C) by adding at the end the following new
paragraph:

‘“(6) the term ‘recovery costs’ means ex-
penses for personnel directly involved in the
recovery efforts to obtain collections from
restitution or from subrogation for payment
under a civil law suit.”.

SEC. 3. WAIVER OF MATCHING REQUIREMENT.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 1404(a) of the Vic-
tims of Crime Act of 1984 (34 U.S.C. 20103(a))
is amended by inserting at the end the fol-
lowing new paragraph:

“(T(A) Each chief executive may waive a
matching requirement imposed by the Direc-
tor, in accordance with subparagraph (B), as
a condition for the receipt of funds under
any program to provide assistance to victims
of crimes authorized under this chapter. The
chief executive shall report to the Director
the approval of any waiver of the matching
requirement.

“(B) Each chief executive shall establish
and make public, a policy including—

‘(i) the manner in which an eligible crime
victim assistance program can request a
match waiver;

‘“(ii) the criteria used to determine eligi-
bility of the match waiver; and

‘“(iii) the process for decision making and
notifying the eligible crime victim assist-
ance program of the decision.”.

(b) NATIONAL EMERGENCY WAIVER.—Section
1404(a) of the Victims of Crime Act of 1984 (34
U.S.C. 20103(a)), as amended by subsection
(a), is further amended by inserting at the
end the following new paragraph:

‘“(8) Beginning on the date a national
emergency is declared under the National
Emergencies Act (50 U.S.C. 1601 et seq.) with
respect to a pandemic and ending on the date
that is one year after the date of the end of
such national emergency, each chief execu-
tive shall issue waivers for any matching re-
quirement, in its entirety, for all eligible
crime victim assistance programs contracted
to provide services at that time.”’.

SEC. 4. DETERMINATION OF BUDGETARY EF-
FECTS.

The budgetary effects of this Act, for the
purpose of complying with the Statutory
Pay-As-You-Go Act of 2010, shall be deter-
mined by reference to the latest statement
titled ‘‘Budgetary Effects of PAYGO Legisla-
tion” for this Act, submitted for printing in
the Congressional Record by the Chairman of
the House Budget Committee, provided that
such statement has been submitted prior to
the vote on passage.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
New York (Mr. NADLER) and the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. ISSA) each
will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from New York.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. NADLER. Madam Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
have 5 legislative days to revise and ex-
tend their remarks and include extra-
neous material on H.R. 1652.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from New York?
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There was no objection.

Mr. NADLER. Madam Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Madam Speaker, the VOCA Fix to
Sustain the Crime Victims Fund Act
would support vital victim service pro-
grams by preventing future cuts to al-
ready diminished Federal victim serv-
ice grants.

Grants under the Victims of Crime
Act, or VOCA, are the primary source
of Federal funding for thousands of vic-
tim service providers around the coun-
try, including programs serving vic-
tims of domestic violence, sexual as-
sault, child abuse, trafficking, and
drunk driving. VOCA grants also fund
victim compensation, including paying
medical bills, covering lost wages, and
paying for funeral costs.

These critical grants are not tax-
payer-funded. Instead, they are paid
out of the Crime Victims Fund, or
CVF, which is funded, in turn, through
Federal criminal fines, forfeited bail
bonds, penalties, and special assess-
ments collected by U.S. Attorneys’ Of-
fices, Federal U.S. courts, and the Fed-
eral Bureau of Prisons.

Over the past several years, however,
deposits into the CVF have dropped
significantly, leading to corresponding
cuts in grants to victim service pro-
viders. This is, in part, because the
Federal Government has increased its
reliance in recent years on deferred
prosecution and nonprosecution agree-
ments, the penalties from which are
not deposited into the CVF.

This legislation would shore up fund-
ing for this critical fund by requiring
DOJ to deposit penalties from these de-
ferred prosecution and nonprosecution
agreements into the CVF, in addition
to the funds currently deposited from
other sources.

Not only does this legislation ensure
the CVF is more financially stable, it
would also make much-needed im-
provements to victim compensation
and services. For example, it would in-
crease the statutory amount awarded
to victim compensation programs, and
it expands the range of victims eligible
for compensation. It also allows States
to request a no-cost extension from the
Attorney General, as allowed for other
Department of Justice formula grant
programs, to ensure that States can
thoughtfully and effectively distribute
victim service grants without being pe-
nalized.

Other improvements include waiving
matching requirements for the dura-
tion of the COVID-19 crisis, plus 1 addi-
tional year, and additional discretion
for the States which administer VOCA
funds to further waive matching re-
quirements once this initial waiver pe-
riod expires.

All of these provisions would sub-
stantially improve the program’s effec-
tiveness and would enable it to offer
more services to more people.

I want to thank the gentleman from
Pennsylvania (Mr. FITZPATRICK), the
gentlewoman from Texas (Ms. JACKSON
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LEE), and the other bipartisan cospon-
sors of this important legislation for
their support. I also want to thank our
colleagues in the Senate, including
Senator DURBIN, the lead sponsor, and
Senator GRAHAM, for their efforts to
pass this bill in that Chamber as well.

This bipartisan and bicameral legis-
lation ensures that programs and serv-
ices assisting victims of crime are fully
funded and are better-supported, with
no new taxpayer dollars.

Madam Speaker, I urge all of my col-
leagues to support this legislation, and
I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. ISSA. Madam Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Madam Speaker, so often, we hear
criminals should pay for what they
have done wrong. This is exactly what
the Victims of Crime Act has done.

Since 1984, it has provided the ability
to collect fines and fees against those
very perpetrators and apply it toward
the solution and, in fact, the remedi-
ation of the damage they have done. No
amount of money makes up for the
crimes they have committed, but cer-
tainly, this goes a long way.

Today, we are dealing with the tend-
ency within Article II, within the exec-
utive branch, that when money is
available, to see if they can’t move it
to where they would like to spend it
rather than the clear intent of Con-
gress.

I would like to thank Chairman NAD-
LER and Congresswoman WAGNER for
their work on making sure that this
bill does just that. It puts the money
back where it was originally intended.

For instance, VOCA supports shelters
for victims of domestic violence, which
affects more than 12 million adults
each year. VOCA funding is also used
to support services for victims of child
abuse and sexual assaults.

In all, more than 6,000 organizations
nationwide are funded through this
act. However, because funding has fluc-
tuated and at times has been diverted
by the Department of Justice, this, in
fact, will both increase and stabilize
those funds.

Over the years, Congress has adjusted
funding flowing in and out of this ac-
count in an attempt to create cer-
tainty for support for these programs.
Unfortunately, we haven’t always suc-
ceeded, and I am not without some rec-
ognition that today will not be the last
time we come back to say that Con-
gress, on a completely nonpartisan
basis, really means it: These penalties
and fines need to get to the organiza-
tions that deal with the victims.

Today’s bill will do just that. We
stand, on a bipartisan basis, ready to
ensure that we do that again.

Madam Speaker, I would like to
thank the chairman, Congresswoman
WAGNER, and all the others who worked
so diligently on this bill.

Madam Speaker, I reserve the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. NADLER. Madam Speaker, I
yield 3 minutes to the gentlewoman
from Texas (Ms. JACKSON LEE).
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Ms. JACKSON LEE. Madam Speaker,
across America, we can hear the cries
of those who have been victims of
crime. It is not in any way distin-
guished by communities, race, age, or
sex. It prevails in our society.

I am reminded of the tragedy of two
brothers on a crime spree killing a man
and kidnapping a woman. Those are
victims of crimes. Their families are
victims of crimes.

I can assure you, Madam Speaker,
that we stand collectively, as Members
of Congress, recognizing that VOCA is
crucial to responding to restorative
justice for victims.

The Federal grants used to support
victim services through VOCA have de-
creased significantly over the past sev-
eral years. Further drastic cuts to
VOCA funding are expected as the non-
taxpayer-funded pool from which these
grants originated, the Crime Victims
Fund, is running dry.

I am delighted to be an original co-
sponsor with Chairman NADLER, Mr.
FITZPATRICK, and Ms. SCANLON, and to
have worked with Congresswoman
WAGNER over the years on this very im-
portant legislation.

Further drastic cuts to VOCA are ex-
pected as the nontaxpayer-funded pool
from which these grants originate, the
Crime Victims Fund, is running dry.
The Crime Victims Fund serves as an
example of true justice because the
money used to support victims comes,
not from taxpayer dollars but, rather,
from the criminal fines and penalties
paid by federally convicted offenders.

The Crime Victims Fund has shrunk
rapidly in recent years and continues
to decline because, rather than pros-
ecuting cases, the Department of Jus-
tice increasingly settles cases through
deferred prosecution and nonprosecu-
tion agreements, and the monetary
penalties associated with these agree-
ments are deposited in the Treasury
rather than the Crime Victims Fund.

We don’t want to pit one form of re-
form against one great need. These
agreements may diminish the ability
of VOCA to be funded because of the
lack of dollars going into the fund. The
crimes for which these penalties are
derived are the same whether they are
prosecuted or settled, and the funding
should be given to serve victims.

The VOCA Fix Act of 2021 fixes this
by ensuring that monetary penalties
associated with deferred and non-
prosecution agreements go into the
Crime Victims Fund instead of into the
Treasury. It is common sense. Victims
are outcrying their need for relief.

This simple fix will prevent future
funding cuts that jeopardize programs’
abilities to serve their communities
and will help address the many growing
and unmet needs of victims and sur-
vivors, including survivors of domestic
violence.

We will be on the floor tomorrow
with the opportunity to vote on the re-
authorization of the Violence Against
Women Act. There are countless exam-
ples in domestic violence, stalking,
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sexual assault, and sex trafficking that
show that victims are in need. Victims
are elders, victims are young, victims
are families, and victims are mothers
and fathers.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Ms. SE-
WELL). The time of the gentlewoman
has expired.

Mr. NADLER. Madam Speaker, I
yield the gentlewoman an additional 1
minute.

Ms. JACKSON LEE. We are doing so
because we recognize the urgency and
dire need faced by victims and sur-
vivors throughout this country during
a pinnacle moment caused by the pan-
demic.

The numbers of domestic violence
have gone up in cities like Houston and
San Antonio and in States like Oregon
and New York. We should recognize
that cooperation on this legislation, in
terms of improving the funding, is ab-
solutely crucial.

Without the VOCA fix of 2021, sur-
vivors of domestic violence and sexual
assault will inevitably lose access to
victim support services. It is leaving
victims and survivors without options
for safety and valuable opportunities
to help them in their victimization if
we don’t fund this and change this
process.

The VOCA fix will rebuild lives, and
it will save the lives of children who
have been impacted by violence against
their family members.

Madam Speaker, | rise in strong support of
H.R. 1652, or the “VOCA Fix Act of 2021,” a
critical piece of legislation designed to curtail
and prevent future cuts to an already dimin-
ished federal victim service grants program.

This legislation must pass, because VOCA
grants provides compensation to victims of
crime at critical moments of desperate need.

VOCA funds could help compensate the
only surviving victim of Robert Lee Haskell
who, driven by vengeance, fatally shot six
members of his ex-wife’s family in Texas, in-
cluding four children.

The survivor of Haskell’s rampage, a girl of
only fifteen, was shot in the head and only
survived by playing dead.

VOCA funds could help compensate the
wife and two children of a man Kkilled in a
home intrusion in Harris County, Texas, after
an intruder entered the family’s home, ordered
the wife and children to lock themselves into
a room, and then proceeded to shoot their
husband and father.

VOCA funds could help compensate a
woman who was abducted in Houston and
forced to drive to an ATM at gunpoint, where
she withdrew cash to give to her abductors.

VOCA funds could help compensate innu-
merable victims and survivors of federal
crimes, but only if we pass this legislation.

VOCA grants have been vital in their sup-
port of traditional victim service providers
across the nation, particularly for those organi-
zations serving victims of domestic violence,
sexual assault, child abuse, trafficking, and
drunk driving.

VOCA grants also fund victim compensa-
tion, which helps survivors pay medical bills,
missed wages, and in the most severe cases,
funeral costs.

However, the federal grants used to support
victim services through VOCA have decreased
significantly over the past several years.
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Further drastic cuts to VOCA funding are
expected, as the non-taxpayer-funded pool
from which these grants originate, the Crime
Victims Fund, is running dry.

The Crime Victims Fund serves as an ex-
ample of true justice, because the money
used to support victims comes not from tax-
payer dollars but rather from the criminal fines
and penalties paid by federally convicted of-
fenders.

The Crime Victims Fund has shrunk rapidly
in recent years and continues to decline, be-
cause rather than prosecuting cases, the De-
partment of Justice increasingly settles cases
through deferred prosecution and non-pros-
ecution agreements, and the monetary pen-
alties associated with these agreements are
deposited into the Treasury rather than the
Crime Victims Fund.

These agreements deny funding to victim
services, which is contrary to the spirit of
VOCA: monetary penalties from crimes should
go to serve victims of crimes.

The crimes from which these penalties are
derived are the same, whether they are pros-
ecuted or settled, and the funding should be
going to serve victims.

The VOCA Fix Act of 2021 fixes this by en-
suring that monetary penalties associated with
deferred and non-prosecution agreements go
into the Crime Victims Fund instead of into the
Treasury.

This simple fix will prevent future funding
cuts that jeopardize programs’ abilities to
serve their communities and will help address
the many growing and unmet needs of victims
and survivors, including survivors of domestic
violence.

VICTIM COOPERATION

This legislation not only recognizes that it is
the victims of crime that bear the brunt of the
drastic cuts being made, but also that we must
protect those victims that have the courage to
come forward and work together with the au-
thorities to bring justice to their offenders.

Victims who cooperate with authorities often
fear for their own safety and face pain at re-
visited trauma, and this legislation recognizes
that rather than putting victims in further dan-
ger, we create for them a safe environment—
both physically and emotionally.

Victims may be intimidated by law enforce-
ment or other government agencies, but if we
want victims to fully and freely cooperate with
the authorities, we must ensure that victims
feel protected and that there is no risk of be-
coming retraumatized.

We must also make sure that if victims co-
operate with authorities, then measures to en-
sure the safety of victims will be provided in
our government agencies working in tandem
with victim service providers.

Tomorrow, the House will vote on H.R.
1620, which will reauthorize the Violence
Against Women Act (VA WA) of 1994.

We are doing so because we recognize the
urgency and dire need faced by the victims
and survivors throughout this country during a
significant moment of ongoing domestic vio-
lence caused by this pandemic and experi-
enced by both women and men.

Although local victim services agencies are
there to help, they are facing record numbers
of clients as well as the economic con-
sequences of the pandemic.

Without the VOCA Fix Act of 2021, sur-
vivors of domestic violence and sexual assault
will inevitably lose access to victim support
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services, leaving victims and survivors without
options for safety and vulnerable to further vic-
timization.

Madam Speaker, the time is now to deliver
access to the services victims and survivors
so desperately need during a critical moment
when the need for victim assistance has sky-
rocketed, and programs are being forced to
cut lifesaving services for victims.

Yes, it will be the fair assessment of
justice. That is what we are here to do;
fair operatives of justice. So I ask my
colleagues to support this legislation
and to join us tomorrow to support the
Violence Against Women Act, to recog-
nize that it is our job to promote jus-
tice.
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Mr. ISSA. Madam Speaker, it is now
my pleasure to yield 5 minutes to the
gentlewoman from Missouri (Mrs. WAG-
NER), who has done so much on this
bill.

Mrs. WAGNER. Madam Speaker, 1
thank the gentleman from California
for yielding. A good friend in Congress
for years, we are so glad to have the
gentleman back.

I also thank Chairman NADLER for
leading this legislation, along with so
many others.

Madam Speaker, I rise in support of
H.R. 1652, the VOCA Fix to Sustain the
Crime Victims Fund Act. I am proud to
co-lead this critical legislation, which
will ensure that victims of serious
crimes can continue to access the serv-
ices that they need to heal and rebuild
their lives.

The Victims of Crime Act, or VOCA,
grants are the primary source of sup-
port for programs dedicated to sur-
vivors of domestic abuse, sexual as-
sault, trafficking, child abuse, and
other very traumatic crimes.

These grants are funded by Federal
criminal monetary penalties, not by
taxpayers. However, with the Depart-
ment of Justice increasingly seeking
nonprosecution and deferred-prosecu-
tion agreements instead of prosecuting
Federal crimes, VOCA grants are fac-
ing catastrophic cuts.

In my own home State of Missouri,
we are expecting a 25 percent cut to
VOCA funds in the upcoming year if
this bill is not signed into law. Mis-
souri law enforcement and victim serv-
ice providers, along with prosecutors,
need Congress to enact this legislation
so they can protect and care for their
communities.

If we do not act swiftly to stabilize
the VOCA funding, thousands of Ameri-
cans will be unable to access lifesaving
services. These programs have never
been more important. The pandemic
has put women and children, in par-
ticular, at an increased risk of abuse
and domestic violence. We cannot leave
victims without support during fright-
ening and vulnerable times.

This bipartisan and bicameral legis-
lation will help those victims recover
as our justice system prosecutes the
criminals responsible, which is why I
am also hopeful that when the Senate

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

passes this, we will have the oppor-
tunity to actually make this law.

I am grateful that the House is tak-
ing swift action to secure services for
victims. Again, I urge my colleagues to
support the VOCA Fix to Sustain the
Crime Victims Fund Act.

Mr. ISSA. Madam Speaker, in clos-
ing, I urge passage of this bill, I rec-
ommend that all Members vote ‘‘yes,”
and I yield back the balance of my
time.

Mr. NADLER. Madam Speaker, I
yield myself the balance of my time for
the purpose of closing.

Last year, all 56 State and territorial
attorneys general sent a letter to Con-
gress warning us that the balance and
financial health of the Crime Victims
Fund is in jeopardy and urging that we
act swiftly to address the problem.
They explained any decrease in the
funds available for distribution results
in a decrease in the number of victims
and survivors that are served, as well
as potential loss of essential staff in
victim service programs.

The VOCA Fix to Sustain the Crime
Victims Fund Act heeds their call and
would ensure that this fund has the re-
sources it needs to continue delivering
essential services to victims of crime.
This important legislation is supported
by more than 1,670 national, regional,
State, territorial, and local organiza-
tions.

I thank all of my colleagues who
have supported this bill. I am aware of
no opposition to this bill at all, and I
urge all of my colleagues to support it.

Madam Speaker, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from New York (Mr.
NADLER) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, HR. 1652, as
amended.

The question was taken.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being
in the affirmative, the ayes have it.

Mrs. GREENE of Georgia. Madam
Speaker, on that I demand the yeas
and nays.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to section 3(s) of House Resolution
8, the yeas and nays are ordered.

Pursuant to clause 8 of rule XX, fur-
ther proceedings on this motion are
postponed.
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PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION
OF H.R. 1620, VIOLENCE AGAINST
WOMEN REAUTHORIZATION ACT
OF 2021; PROVIDING FOR CONSID-
ERATION OF H.R. 6, AMERICAN
DREAM AND PROMISE ACT OF
2021; PROVIDING FOR CONSIDER-
ATION OF H.R. 1603, FARM WORK-
FORCE MODERNIZATION ACT OF
2021; PROVIDING FOR CONSIDER-
ATION OF H.R. 1868, PREVENTING
PAYGO SEQUESTRATION; PRO-
VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF
H.J. RES. 17, REMOVING THE
DEADLINE FOR THE RATIFICA-
TION OF THE EQUAL RIGHTS
AMENDMENT; AND FOR OTHER
PURPOSES

Mrs. TORRES of California. Madam
Speaker, by direction of the Com-
mittee on Rules, I call up House Reso-
lution 233 and ask for its immediate
consideration.

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 233

Resolved, That upon adoption of this reso-
lution it shall be in order to consider in the
House the bill (H.R. 1620) to reauthorize the
Violence Against Women Act of 1994, and for
other purposes. All points of order against
consideration of the bill are waived. An
amendment in the nature of a substitute
consisting of the text of Rules Committee
Print 117-3, modified by the amendment
printed in part A of the report of the Com-
mittee on Rules accompanying this resolu-
tion, shall be considered as adopted. The bill,
as amended, shall be considered as read. All
points of order against provisions in the bill,
as amended, are waived. The previous ques-
tion shall be considered as ordered on the
bill, as amended, and on any further amend-
ment thereto, to final passage without inter-
vening motion except: (1) one hour of debate
equally divided and controlled by the chair
and ranking minority member of the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary or their respective
designees; (2) the further amendments de-
scribed in section 2 of this resolution; (3) the
amendments en bloc described in section 3 of
this resolution; and (4) one motion to recom-
mit.

SEC. 2. After debate pursuant to the first
section of this resolution, each further
amendment printed in part B of the report of
the Committee on Rules not earlier consid-
ered as part of amendments en bloc pursuant
to section 3 of this resolution shall be con-
sidered only in the order printed in the re-
port, may be offered only by a Member des-
ignated in the report, shall be considered as
read, shall be debatable for the time speci-
fied in the report equally divided and con-
trolled by the proponent and an opponent,
may be withdrawn by the proponent at any
time before the question is put thereon, shall
not be subject to amendment, and shall not
be subject to a demand for division of the
question.

SEC. 3. It shall be in order at any time
after debate pursuant to the first section of
this resolution for the chair of the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary or his designee to
offer amendments en bloc consisting of fur-
ther amendments printed in part B of the re-
port of the Committee on Rules accom-
panying this resolution not earlier disposed
of. Amendments en bloc offered pursuant to
this section shall be considered as read, shall
be debatable for 20 minutes equally divided
and controlled by the chair and ranking mi-
nority member of the Committee on the Ju-
diciary or their respective designees, shall
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not be subject to amendment, and shall not
be subject to a demand for division of the
question.

SEC. 4. All points of order against the fur-
ther amendments printed in part B of the re-
port of the Committee on Rules accom-
panying this resolution or amendments en
bloc described in section 3 of this resolution
are waived.

SEC. 5. Upon adoption of this resolution it
shall be in order to consider in the House the
bill (H.R. 6) to authorize the cancellation of
removal and adjustment of status of certain
aliens, and for other purposes. All points of
order against consideration of the bill are
waived. An amendment in the nature of a
substitute consisting of the text of Rules
Committee Print 1174 shall be considered as
adopted. The bill, as amended, shall be con-
sidered as read. All points of order against
provisions in the bill, as amended, are
waived. The previous question shall be con-
sidered as ordered on the bill, as amended,
and on any further amendment thereto, to
final passage without intervening motion ex-
cept: (1) one hour of debate equally divided
and controlled by the chair and ranking mi-
nority member of the Committee on the Ju-
diciary or their respective designees; and (2)
one motion to recommit.

SEC. 6. Upon adoption of this resolution it
shall be in order to consider in the House the
bill (H.R. 1603) to amend the Immigration
and Nationality Act to provide for terms and
conditions for nonimmigrant workers per-
forming agricultural labor or services, and
for other purposes. All points of order
against consideration of the bill are waived.
The amendment printed in part C of the re-
port of the Committee on Rules accom-
panying this resolution shall be considered
as adopted. The bill, as amended, shall be
considered as read. All points of order
against provisions in the bill, as amended,
are waived. The previous question shall be
considered as ordered on the bill, as amend-
ed, and on any further amendment thereto,
to final passage without intervening motion
except: (1) one hour of debate equally divided
and controlled by the chair and ranking mi-
nority member of the Committee on the Ju-
diciary or their respective designees; and (2)
one motion to recommit.

SEC. 7. Upon adoption of this resolution it
shall be in order to consider in the House the
bill (H.R. 1868) to prevent across-the-board
direct spending cuts, and for other purposes.
All points of order against consideration of
the bill are waived. The bill shall be consid-
ered as read. All points of order against pro-
visions in the bill are waived. The previous
question shall be considered as ordered on
the bill and on any amendment thereto to
final passage without intervening motion ex-
cept: (1) one hour of debate equally divided
and controlled by the chair and ranking mi-
nority member of the Committee on the
Budget or their respective designees; and (2)
one motion to recommit.

SEC. 8. Upon adoption of this resolution it
shall be in order to consider in the House the
joint resolution (H.J. Res. 17) removing the
deadline for the ratification of the equal
rights amendment. All points of order
against consideration of the joint resolution
are waived. The joint resolution shall be con-
sidered as read. All points of order against
provisions in the joint resolution are waived.
The previous question shall be considered as
ordered on the joint resolution and on any
amendment thereto to final passage without
intervening motion except: (1) one hour of
debate equally divided and controlled by the
chair and ranking minority member of the
Committee on the Judiciary or their respec-
tive designees; and (2) one motion to recom-
mit.

SEC. 9. House Resolution 232 is hereby
adopted.
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SEC. 10. Notwithstanding clause 7(a) of rule
X, during the One Hundred Seventeenth Con-
gress, the period described in such clause
shall end at midnight on April 22.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tlewoman from California is recognized
for 1 hour.

Mrs. TORRES of California. Madam
Speaker, for the purpose of debate
only, I yield the customary 30 minutes
to the gentlewoman from Minnesota
(Mrs. FISCHBACH), pending which I yield
myself such time as I may consume.
During consideration of this resolu-
tion, all time yielded is for the purpose
of debate only.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mrs. TORRES of California. Madam
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
all Members be given 5 legislative days
to revise and extend their remarks.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from California?

There was no objection.

Mrs. TORRES of California. Madam
Speaker, today, the Rules Committee
met and reported a rule, House Resolu-
tion 233, providing for consideration of
H.R. 1620 under a structured rule. The
rule self-executes a manager’s amend-
ment by Chairman NADLER, makes in
order 41 amendments, and provides en
bloc authority to Chairman NADLER.
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The rule also provides for consider-
ation of H.R. 6, H.R. 1603, and H.J. Res.
17, under closed rules.

The rule provides 1 hour of debate
each, equally divided and controlled by
the chair and ranking member of the
Committee on the Judiciary or their
designees for H.R. 1620, H.R. 6, H.R.
1603, and H.J. Res. 17.

The rule provides for one motion to
recommit on each bill. The rule also
self-executes a manager’s amendment
by Chairman NADLER for H.R. 1603.

The rule provides for consideration of
H.R. 1868 under a closed rule. It also
provides 1 hour of debate equally di-
vided and controlled by the chair and
ranking member of the Committee on
the Budget or their designees.

Finally, the rule provides that H.R.
232 is hereby adopted and extends the
deadline for the committee funding
resolution until April 22, 2021.

Madam Speaker, we are here today to
protect the vulnerable among us, to
strengthen the foundation of our de-
mocracy, and ensure humane working
conditions for the people who feed
America.

We are here to live up to our best
ideals as a Nation by creating protec-
tions against some of the worst threats
that a person can face, threats like do-
mestic violence.

In the minute that I have been talk-
ing, 20 people in this country have been
abused by their partner. By the time
we are done tonight, that number will
be over a thousand.

As someone who worked as a 911 dis-
patcher for nearly 18 years, as someone
who has been on the other end of the
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line from domestic violence, as some-
one who has heard gunshots silence a
young girl’s screams for help, I am tell-
ing you, the thousand people victim-
ized while we are here tonight need and
deserve our help.

That is exactly what the Violence
Against Women Act does. It makes
vital new investments in prevention. It
strengthens essential protections for
the most vulnerable among us, includ-
ing immigrant, LGBTQ, and Native
American women, and it improves serv-
ices for victims, prevents abusers and
stalkers from getting firearms, and
much, much more.

VAWA is one of many vital protec-
tions we will discuss today, but it isn’t
the only one.

Madam Speaker, this September will
mark 100 years since an amendment
was first proposed for our Constitution
to guarantee women equal rights with
men. It finally passed Congress in 1972.

This simple amendment, which reads
in part, ‘““Equality of rights under the
law shall not be denied or abridged,” is
being held up on a technicality. States
took so long to sign on that the arbi-
trary deadline that was set by Con-
gress, this body, has passed, even as 38
States have ratified the amendment.

Congress created this problem, and
Congress must fix it. H.J. Res. 79 will
remove the deadline for ratification
and finally allow us to ensure women
are treated as equals to men in our de-
mocracy.

The need for equal rights under the
law is not debatable. Too often, we
have seen the results of unfair and un-
equal policies for women. This bill will
help end those injustices.

As we strive to make our Nation a
more perfect union, we need to con-
sider how we treat immigrants, too.
Immigrants are the invisible backbone
of this country. They are our family
members, our neighbors, our frontline
workers, woven into every aspect of
the American fabric.

Dreamers grew up in our commu-
nities. They pledge allegiance to our
flag. They played in our fields, prayed
in our churches, and worked in our
stores. They want to contribute to the
only Nation that they have ever called
home.

The American Dream and Promise
Act helps them do that. It creates a
pathway to citizenship for our Dream-
ers. And it updates our temporary pro-
tected status and deferred enforced de-
parture laws to prevent devastating de-
portations.

The fact is, too often the contribu-
tions of aspiring Americans are left out
of our dialogue about immigrants. But
this pandemic has put a spotlight on
just how vital they are.

Without immigrants working our
fields, your last meal would have
looked much different. Without them
enduring record-setting temperatures,
facing threats of wildfires, and doing it
all without proper PPE, the price you
pay to feed your family would go way
up.
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Deaths among Latino farmworkers
increased by 60 percent during the pan-
demic. They are sacrificing their lives
to feed us. The question is: What are
we willing to do in return?

The Farm Workforce Modernization
Act creates a pathway to legal status
for more than a million farmworkers
and addresses our future labor needs by
modernizing our outdated system for
temporary workers. This bill will give
farmworkers the dignity and recogni-
tion they deserve, while giving our
farmers the stability they need to run
their businesses.

Now, before I move on to another
topic, I want to say something about
my personal immigration story. Just
like many other Dreamers, I was sent
here by my parents to escape the vio-
lence my family faced in Guatemala. I
know exactly what it is like to decide
between the violence and poverty of
staying or the dangers and unknowns
of trying to immigrate here.

What I know is that we cannot legis-
late a solution for immigration when
we ignore the factors that drive it.
Strongmen, narco-traffickers, have
taken hold in Central America, and the
rule of law is under assault.

The organizations that once fought
to hold corrupt actors accountable
have been dismantled, and their former
employees are now being pursued by
those very same corrupt actors. Attor-
neys General, unfortunately, are asy-
lum seekers in our own country.

We don’t just have a responsibility to
help stabilize the region; it is impera-
tive if we are ever to stop the rush of
people trying to come here.

I will close by saying every policy I
describe today is a policy I am truly
proud of. Just like the American Res-
cue Plan did last week, Democrats are
making clear, with our actions, exactly
what our priorities are.

It doesn’t matter how good our agen-
da is if we can’t deliver on the bills we
pass. The one thing standing in our
way right now is an inside-the-beltway
term called “PAYGO.” If we don’t ad-
dress it now, it will trigger massive
cuts. It goes without saying that this
would be completely unacceptable at a
time when Americans are in urgent
need of more support, not less.

Republicans passed legislation in 2017
to avoid PAYGO, in order to provide
tax cuts for the filthy rich, so they
clearly understand the need to avoid
draconian cuts. I expect them to join
us in preventing them.

H.R. 1868, the final bill we are here to
discuss today, will do exactly that. I
look forward to a fruitful debate on
these bills.

Madam Speaker, I reserve the bal-
ance of my time.

Mrs. FISCHBACH. Madam Speaker, I
thank my colleague from the Rules
Committee, the Representative from
California, for yielding me the cus-
tomary 30 minutes, and I yield myself
such time as I may consume.

Madam Speaker, I rise in opposition
to the rule, a continuation of the
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Democrats’ weeks-long partisan push
to fulfill their partisan wish list.

First up is H.R. 1620, the Violence
Against Women Reauthorization Act,
which is a highly divisive distortion of
the original Violence Against Women
Act, that will jeopardize the safety of
women.

By extending services to men who
identify as women and allowing them
to utilize programs that were designed
to protect vulnerable women, the bill
puts the safety of women at risk. The
bill expands the definition of domestic
violence to include economic and emo-
tional duress, driving needed resources
away from combatting violent crimes
against women and promoting an
unproven restorative justice approach
instead.

Democrats have told us again and
again that it is time to rethink our ap-
proach to law enforcement. But the
same Democrats who want to defund
the police are now pushing this un-
funded mandate, to the tune of hun-
dreds of millions of dollars, upon law
enforcement. That doesn’t help anyone.

Next is H.J. Res. 17, which removes
the established deadline for the ratifi-
cation of the equal rights amendment.
As the deadline for States to ratify the
ERA has long passed, the constitu-
tionality of this legislation is suspect,
at best. Congress does not have the au-
thority to simply extend the deadline
some four decades later.

I also have concerns about this
amendment radicalizing gender to en-
shrine pro-abortion rights in the Con-
stitution. I do not need a constitu-
tional amendment to tell me I am
equal. The Constitution and Federal
law already require equal protection
for all Americans.

If my colleagues on the other side
were serious about the equal rights
amendment, they would ensure that
the process for adoption was done en-
tirely by the book, rather than saying
“good enough,” as they move forward
in this questionable manner.

Next, H.R. 6, the American Dream
and Promise Act of 2021, will provide
amnesty to millions of illegal immi-
grants, incentivize illegal border cross-
ings, and worsen the surge of illegal
immigration we are currently seeing.
The bill will provide green cards to
criminal aliens at a time when the
southern border is already over-
whelmed, costing taxpayers hundreds
of billions more.

H.R. 1868 addresses the very real
budgetary consequences of last week’s
massive partisan spending package
being signed into law. While we can all
agree that we should avoid cuts to
mandatory spending that have been
automatically triggered by this level of
spending, there was an opportunity to
work across the aisle on a bipartisan
solution. It is unfortunate that the ma-
jority has chosen, once again, to forge
ahead on their own with highly par-
tisan policies.

For these reasons, Madam Speaker, I
urge my colleagues to think twice be-
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fore supporting this rule. We can do
better for the American people.

Finally, I want to address H.R. 1603,
the Farm Workforce Modernization
Act, a bipartisan effort to reform our
agricultural worker programs to ad-
dress the workforce needs of our agri-
cultural community.

While I appreciate the efforts of my
colleagues, including my colleague
from the State of Washington, Con-
gressman NEWHOUSE, and others on
both sides of the aisle to negotiate in
good faith on this legislation, I will
point out that this bill is not without
its flaws. It does not address the al-
ready high cost of the H-2A program to
make it a more economical solution to
producers.

It introduces a new private right of
action against employers that risks
costly litigation that our producers
cannot afford. These types of issues are
why stakeholders, such as the Amer-
ican Farm Bureau, have concerns with
this legislation. Make no mistake, a
viable workforce for our agriculture in-
dustry is a mnational security issue.
However, I would like my colleagues to
recognize that, with the current lan-
guage, this bill is not the end-all and
be-all solution for our farmers and
ranchers. While this legislation may
pass the full floor this week as it
stands, I hope our counterparts in the
other body improve the bill before it is
sent to the President.

Madam Speaker, I urge opposition to
this rule, and I reserve the balance of
my time.

O 1700

Mrs. TORRES of California. Madam
Speaker, I yield 4 minutes to the gen-
tlewoman from Texas (Ms. JACKSON
LEE).

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Madam Speaker,
I thank the manager of the bill for her
leadership and the rule.

Let me, first of all, rise in support of
H.R. 6 because there are millions of
young people waiting for this relief in
the DACA promise.

The American Dream and Promise
Act is long overdue. These are nurses
and doctors, these are hardworking
young people, these are college stu-
dents who are ready to serve America.

Let me also rise in support of the
Farm Workforce Modernization Act for
the many, many farmers across Amer-
ica who are supporting that and need-
ing that.

And I don’t know who would be
against making sure that there are no
Medicare cuts as we proceed to give a
lifeline to the American people
through the American Rescue Act. I
stand solidly behind that bill.

But let me spend most of my time,
Madam Speaker, on the question of the
Violence Against Women Act, H.R.
1620, and H.J. Res. 17.

First of all, there is no divisiveness,
and I really stand openly against that
interpretation. Is there divisiveness on
helping rape victims across America
who, as President Biden has said, live
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in States that are not blue States or
red States, but they live with the
scourge of domestic violence, one of
the most dangerous calls that police of-
ficers make?

In 2018, we could not get the Violence
Against Women Act, which I wrote, to
the floor because our Republican
friends would not proceed. At that time
there was a Republican President, a
Republican House, and a Republican
Senate. Nothing happened, and women
suffered.

My women’s center right now is
teeming with women who are impacted
by domestic violence during this pan-
demic. They are crying out for this leg-
islation, and they don’t see divisive-
ness.

What they do see is enhanced legal
assistance.

What they do see is $110 million for
rape prevention.

What they do see is intervention,
with training for men and boys.

They see a space that provides train-
ing and refuge for culturally distinct
women who are victimized who can go
to a quiet, calm place and deal with
culturally sensitive counselors and
others.

What they see is cooperation between
the victim and law enforcement by pro-
viding and making sure that they have
the kinds of resources and legal rep-
resentation that is necessary. No one
goes without legal representation,
whether they are immigrant or Native
American.

They see an enhanced response to the
victimization of Native American
women who, in fact, there are those
who victimize them on their particular
reservation or pueblo and then run off
outside of that, and they are not pros-
ecuted. We changed that.

They see the closing of the boyfriend
loophole.

They see the taking away of guns
from stalkers.

Yes, this is a lifeline. The Violence
Against Women Act, constitutionally
grounded, due-process protected for
those who may be accused, but it is
legislation that women have been wait-
ing for.

This bill expired in 2018. We wrote it
in 2018, we built on it in the last Con-
gress, and the amendments that were
both Republican and Democrat are still
in this bill because we believe in bipar-
tisanship, and it is a bipartisan bill
with Members from the Republican
Conference, who are in this bill in
terms of cosponsors.

As it relates to H.J. Res. 17, let me
say that Congress has the authority to
extend the deadline for ratification of
the ERA.

The ERA says that women do not
have to live in discomfort and live
under equality and live in inequality.
They live in a Nation of equality, and
they live in inequality in housing, in
income, in access to credit, in employ-
ment, in many ways. Why are we con-
tinuing this in the 21st century?

So what does H.J. Res. 17 do? It ex-
tends the deadline for the compliance
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with the equal rights amendment for
the States to be able to reach the 38
margin.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
time of the gentlewoman has expired.

Mrs. TORRES of California. Madam
Speaker, I yield an additional 1 minute
to the gentlewoman from Texas.

Ms. JACKSON LEE. It extends that
time beyond the time that was last ex-
tended. When we extended that time,
we extended it by majority vote in the
United States Congress.

A decision came out just recently
about the fact that the deadline had
expired, but what it did say is that the
deadline was created by Congress and
that Congress obviously has that au-
thority.

When we researched this in 1978 in
the Judiciary Committee, there was no
requirement that that extension of the
deadline constitutionally require a
two-thirds supermajority vote. Simple
majority. Are you going to suggest
that women now should be denied the
ERA when a number of States have al-
ready sanctioned this? There are some
States that have rescinded, but that
will be the jurisdiction of the United
States Congress when appropriate.

I ask my colleagues to support
VAWA, H.R. 1620, and H.J. Res. 17, re-
moving the deadline for the ratifica-
tion of the equal rights amendment. It
is time for VAWA. It is time for the
ERA.

Mrs. FISCHBACH. Madam Speaker, 1
yield 3 minutes to the gentleman from
Oklahoma (Mr. COLE), the ranking
member of the Rules Committee.

Mr. COLE. Madam Speaker, I rise in
strong opposition to this rule. This
rule and the accompanying legislation,
sadly, is not about passing law. It is
about making a point.

All five of the bills dealt with in this
rule have not been marked up by any
committee in this Congress at all, and
all of them are filled with poison pills
that are designed to make sure most
Republicans will not vote for them, and
they cannot pass the Senate of the
United States.

The two bills dealing with illegal im-
migration will not just help DACA peo-
ple, it will legalize millions of people in
this country illegally.

The measure on ERA, the timeline
ran out for that 42 years ago. This mat-
ter cannot be reversed now.

Frankly, the matter dealing with the
budget, as my friend from Minnesota
suggested, we said last week you are
going to run into this problem, you are
going to cut Medicare. There are bil-
lions of dollars of wasted spending in
that reconciliation bill that could ac-
tually offset those cuts. We should be
considering that.

Let me turn now to the Violence
Against Women Act, Madam Speaker. I
have been one of the strongest sup-
porters of that legislation since I ar-
rived in Congress, and I particularly
am pleased with some of the measures
dealing with Native American women,
particularly some of the changes in
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this bill that extend it to children, that

extend it to Tribal law enforcement of-

ficers. Those are good changes.

But there are other measures coupled
with it dealing with the Second
Amendment or dealing with, frankly,
people that are not biologically female
that will put this bill at risk on this
floor and certainly in the TUnited
States Senate.

Madam Speaker, none of this was
ever designed to become law. Two
years ago, we made that mistake.
Three years ago, actually, a little over
two years ago, in 2018, and none of the
good things happened. Let’s not make
that mistake again. Let’s reject this
rule. Let’s modify these bills. Let’s
send the Senate something it can work
with and pass. If we do that, we have a
chance of not making a point, but of
actually making law that benefits
every single American.

Mrs. TORRES of California. Madam
Speaker, let the RECORD show that
Oklahoma’s Fourth District has 146,168
eligible Medicare beneficiaries that
will be harmed if H.R. 1868 does not
pass.

Let the RECORD show that Min-
nesota’s Seventh District has 152,451 el-
igible Medicare beneficiaries that will
also be harmed if H.R. 1868 does not
pass.

Madam Speaker, I include in the
RECORD an October 18, 2019, USA Today
article entitled, ‘1 in 3 American In-
dian and Alaska Native women will be
raped, but survivors rarely find justice
on tribal lands.”

[From USA TODAY, Oct. 18, 2019]

1 IN 3 AMERICAN INDIAN AND ALASKA NATIVE
WOMEN WILL BE RAPED, BUT SURVIVORS
RARELY FIND JUSTICE ON TRIBAL LANDS

(By Maren Machles, Carrie Cochran, Angela
M. Hill and Suzette Brewer)

Twila Szymanski lowered the scope on her
rifle, took aim and hit a target in the dis-
tance. The shooting range is where she and
her husband go to relax and forget the things
they worry about, she said.

Some experiences are hard to shake.

“To trust somebody you know after a sex-
ual assault happens . . . it has been so dif-
ficult to work through that,” Szymanski
said.

Szymanski, 40, has lived on the Fort Peck
Reservation in northeast Montana since she
was born and is an enrolled member of the
Fort Peck Assiniboine and Sioux tribes. She
said she’s been assaulted three times.

“I was a victim when I was 13, a victim
when I was 14 and a victim when I was 34,”
she said.

Twila Szymanski is a lifelong resident of
the Fort Peck Reservation. ‘“Native women
have told me that what you do when you
raise a daughter in this environment is you
prepare her for what to do when she’s raped—
not if, but when,” said Sarah Deer, Univer-
sity of Kansas professor and author of ‘“The
Beginning and End of Rape: Confronting Sex-
ual Violence in Native America.”

More than half of American Indian and
Alaska Native women will experience sexual
violence in their lifetimes, according to the
Department of Justice.

“You talk to Native women who have lived
their whole lives on a reservation, and they
say, ‘I can’t think of anyone, any woman
that I know who hasn’t been victimized in
this way,”” said Deer, a citizen of the
Muscogee (Creek) Nation of Oklahoma.
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National data on sex crimes in tribal com-
munities is scarce, so Newsy spent 18 months
focused on two reservations: the Fort Peck
Reservation in Montana and the Fort
Berthold Reservation in North Dakota. After
analyzing exclusively obtained documents
and conducting dozens of interviews, a stark
picture emerged.

Sexual assault investigations can fall
through the cracks when tribes and the fed-
eral government fail to work together. Even
for those few cases that end in a conviction
in tribal court, federal law prevents most
courts from sentencing perpetrators to more
than a year.

Survivors who come forward to report as-
saults often find themselves trapped in small
communities with their perpetrators, and
several said the broken legal system contrib-
uted to their trauma.

The federal government has a unique polit-
ical and legal relationship with the 573 feder-
ally recognized tribes. The tribes are sov-
ereign and have jurisdiction over their citi-
zens and land, but the federal government
has a treaty obligation to help protect the
lives of tribal members. This legal doctrine,
called the ‘‘trust responsibility,” goes back
to the treaties the United States signed with
tribal nations in the 18th and 19th centuries.

The array of Supreme Court decisions and
federal laws that followed resulted in a com-
plicated legal arrangement among federal,
state and tribal jurisdictions, making it dif-
ficult for survivors of sexual assault to find
justice.

Sarah Deer is author of ‘“The Beginning
and End of Rape: Confronting Sexual Vio-
lence in Native America.” ““A lot of times,
when I try to explain it, people don’t even
believe me because it’s so bizarre,”” Deer
said. ‘‘And the reason it’s bizarre is because
there’s been this patchwork of laws that
don’t talk to each other over the last cen-
tury.”

ONLY ONE YEAR

The tribal courthouse on the Fort Peck
reservation is a small brick building. The
front desk is lined with pamphlets about dat-
ing violence and sexual assault.

““The trauma that has developed over the
generations some of the assaults are
generational, and they’re within the same
home,” said Chief Judge Stacie Smith, a
member of the Fort Peck Assiniboine and
Sioux tribes. ‘‘Pretend it wasn’t there, and
maybe it’ll go away, you know, the next gen-
eration, it won’t happen again. But it con-
tinues.”

Smith wants to break the cycle, but tribal
courts face major restrictions, including a
one-year limit on sentences regardless of the
crime and almost no jurisdiction over non-
Indians.

Stacie Smith is chief judge of the Fort
Peck Tribal Court. “When you think about
rape and you think about somebody who is a
perpetrator of that kind of crime, and you
think, ‘What do they deserve?’ one year
doesn’t usually sound like the right answer,”’
Deer said.

In 2010, the sentencing cap was expanded to
three years per offense through the Tribal
Law and Order Act as long as the tribes met
certain requirements. Only 16 tribes have im-
plemented the three-year sentencing en-
hancement.

Fort Peck is one of them.

When the law took effect, there were no at-
torneys, no one with a law degree in the
court system.

Smith decided to leave her young daugh-
ters to attend law school hundreds of miles
away. This would help the tribal court meet
the federal requirements and give it more
authority.

The tribal court was able to hand out
three-year sentences starting in late 2012.
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From 2013-2018, there were three sexual as-
sault convictions, but none of them had en-
hanced sentences. The longest sentence was
still one year.

‘“We use the enhanced sentencing sparingly
because we want it to have meaning,” said
Scott Seifert, a member of the Comanche
Nation of Oklahoma and Fort Peck’s lead
tribal prosecutor.

GOING FEDERAL

Tribal court is not the only option for
those seeking justice for sexual assault. In
most cases, the FBI, Bureau of Indian Affairs
(BIA) and U.S. attorneys’ offices are feder-
ally mandated to work with the tribes to in-
vestigate and prosecute ‘‘major crimes,”’
which include sexual assault.

‘‘So if you have a rape case or a child sex
abuse case and you do want to see that per-
petrator put away, the best possibility for
you is that it will go federal,” Deer said.

That responsibility falls to the U.S. attor-
neys’ offices, which have seen their funding
and staffing in Indian communities cut by
more than 40% in the past seven years, ac-
cording to the Department of Justice.

Data Newsy obtained from the DOJ shows
that the Montana U.S. Attorney’s Office de-
clined 64% of cases of sexual assault in the
past four fiscal years.

Kurt Alme is the U.S. attorney for Mon-
tana. The U.S. attorney for Montana, Kurt
Alme, said a lot of cases are declined because
of weak or insufficient evidence, ‘‘and it is
something that has to be worked on,” he
said.

According to the BIA, tribal courts re-
ceived less than 5% of the funding that was
needed in 2016. Law enforcement received
22% of what was needed, and jails received
less than 50%.

Less than half of the law enforcement
agencies that the bureau funds and oversees
are properly staffed, said Charles Addington,
director of the BIA Office of Justice Service
and a member of the Cherokee Nation.

In August 2018, Fort Peck tribal police had
funding for 21 positions, but nine of them
were vacant, said Ken Trottier, criminal in-
vestigations supervisor for the Fort Peck
Tribes and a member of the Turtle Mountain
Band of Chippewa.

“We have a hiring pool that is literally
nothing here on the reservation, even though
we open it up to off-reservation people,” he
said. ““There’s no houses for sale. No houses
for rent. Where’s that person going to live?”’

Constant turnover and understaffing can
lead to an under trained police department,
Deer said.

“[The survivor is] waiting for help. They
don’t know if help is coming. They don’t
know if the help is going to be compas-
sionate and trained,”” Deer said. ‘‘The system
is not feeling like a safe, productive system
to them anymore.”

Big money but little justice Three hours
east of Fort Peck, the Fort Berthold Res-
ervation in North Dakota sits on the Bakken
oil basin and has an annual budget of $400
million. The reservation is home to the
Mandan, Hidatsa and Arikara Nation, or the
Three Affiliated Tribes.

Driving around the remote reservation,
council member Monica Mayer pointed to a
multimillion-dollar housing project that she
said will soon have an aquatic center, base-
ball diamonds and mini golf.

A $17 million public safety and judicial
center was built, and staffing increased in
the court system. In the past three years,
the reservation has hired more than a dozen
additional officers to help an understaffed
police department.

Monica Mayer is a tribal council member
on the Fort Berthold Reservation. Despite
this financial independence, the justice sys-
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tem appears to be failing sexual assault sur-
vivors who report.

“At every level, we are not adequately
functioning to provide the services that are
needed in a critical situation,” Mayer said.

The Fort Berthold tribal court does not
have enhanced sentencing. The court sen-
tenced three people for sexual assault from
2013 to mid-2018, according to court records.
Sentences ranged from eight days to six
months.

The tribes’ relationship with its federal
partners—the BIA, the FBI and the U.S. at-
torneys—is crucial to helping survivors get
justice. Based on interviews and records ob-
tained from federal and tribal agencies, it’s
unclear whether all sexual assaults on Fort
Berthold were fully investigated by any
agency in the past six years.

The tribes are supposed to refer every
major crime to either the BIA or the FBI for
investigations. Both are charged with over-
seeing all major criminal investigations on
Fort Berthold and will determine which
agency takes the lead.

The tribal criminal investigators had
records of 66 sexual assault cases from Janu-
ary 2016 to September 2018. The BIA had
records of only 10 investigations during that
same time period. The FBI declined to pro-
vide any records.

After Newsy asked about the status of
these cases, Three Affiliated Tribes Police
Capt. Grace Her Many Horses, a member of
the Oglala Sioux tribe from the Pine Ridge
Reservation, said she would do a case file re-
view.

“The priority for me, right now, is to go
through those case files to find out what’s
been declined, why, and is there anything we
can do to make it happen,’’ she said. ‘I guess
part of that is on me, too. I should know this
by now.”’

Her Many Horses said she finished the case
file review nearly a year later, but she did
not provide the details of what she found,
nor did she disclose whether the police re-
ferred all 66 cases up to their federal part-
ners.

Exactly one week after Newsy’s last trip to
Fort Berthold, during which reporters asked
how sexual assaults and rapes are handled on
the reservation, the Department of Justice
and the BIA released a joint statement say-
ing, ‘“A number of concerns have been raised
about public safety and criminal investiga-
tions on the Fort Berthold Reservation.”

Citing ‘‘the high rate of violence against
women and children,” it said the BIA was in-
creasing the number of special agents from
‘‘one to two.” As of the start of October, no
second agent had started working on Fort
Berthold.

The U.S. Commission on Civil Rights
issued two reports on funding in Indian com-
munities, one in 2003 and an update in De-
cember 2018, called ‘‘Broken Promises.”” The
report said, ‘“The federal government con-
tinues to fail to support adequately the so-
cial and economic well-being of Native
Americans,’”” and this ‘“‘contributes to the in-
equities observed in Native American com-
munities.”

TRYING TO MAKE A DIFFERENCE

Twila Szymanski works as the deputy
court administrator for the Fort Peck Tribal
Court, maintaining records and stats.

Szymanski reported only one of her three
assaults—the one when she was 14. Her case
made it into federal court.

The defendant pleaded guilty in 1995. He
was sentenced to three years’ probation and
no prison time.

Twila Szymanski is the deputy court ad-
ministrator for the Fort Peck Tribal Court.
“Justice wasn’t served, in my opinion,” she
said. ‘‘He was back in the community quick-
ly, and I had to see him when this was all
fresh.”
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Szymanski is confronted with the memory
of what happened to her each time a case
comes up and each time she sees her perpe-
trator in the community.

She said she uses her position in the court
to go through cases and stop them from
dropping through the cracks, and she is run-
ning for Fort Peck associate judge in the
election this month.

‘“When the system has failed you time and
time and time again, you don’t feel empow-
ered,” Deer said. ‘It feels like a disconnect
between this moment of ‘Me Too’ and the re-
ality of Indian country and sexual assault.”

Mrs. TORRES of California. Madam
Speaker, I reserve the balance of my
time.

Mrs. FISCHBACH. Madam Speaker, I
yield 2% minutes to the gentleman
from Pennsylvania (Mr.
RESCHENTHALER), my good friend and
another colleague from the Rules Com-
mittee.

Mr. RESCHENTHALER. Madam
Speaker, the rule before us today pro-
vides for consideration of H.R. 6, a bill
creating a pathway to citizenship for
millions of people who entered this
country illegally, while it does nothing
to enforce our immigration laws or se-
cure our borders.

You heard that right. This bill does
nothing to enforce our immigration
laws. It does nothing to secure our bor-
ders. And it does so as a record number
of illegal immigrants pour across our
Southern border. And yet, House
Democrats are passing a bill that will
further incentivize illegal immigration
and will worsen the Biden border crisis.

The numbers speak for themselves.
Over 100,000 migrants were encountered
at our Southern border just Ilast
month. The CBP facility in Donna,
Texas, was at 729 percent capacity last
week. Let me repeat that. That facility
was at 729 percent capacity.

And, alarmingly, CBP confirmed that
four people were arrested at the border,
three of whom were from Yemen, one
of whom was from Serbia, and those in-
dividuals matched the names on the
FBI’s Terrorist Screening Database.

So despite my liberal progressive col-
leagues’ claims to the contrary, this
surge is directly the result of the Biden
administration’s decision to halt the
border wall construction, to reimple-
ment Obama-era catch-and-release
policies, and to cancel President
Trump’s asylum agreements.

This Chamber should work to address
the border crisis going on, Biden’s bor-
der crisis. We should not pass legisla-
tion that encourages and rewards ille-
gal immigration and further
incentivizes this crisis, yet that is
what H.R. 6, in fact, does. This bill
places the interest of those who broke
our laws above the interests of those
who followed them.

It has no enforcement provisions. It
includes loopholes to give green cards
to gang members and criminals. It even
puts U.S. taxpayers on the hook for
grant programs to help illegal immi-
grants obtain green cards.

Again, H.R. 6 would do absolutely
nothing to address President Biden’s
border security and humanitarian cri-
sis at the Southern border.
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Madam Speaker, I urge my col-
leagues to vote ‘‘no’ on the rule and
vote “‘no”” on H.R. 6.

Mrs. TORRES of California. Madam
Speaker, the situation at the border
has nothing to do with the Dream and
Promise Act. If anything, former Presi-
dent Trump’s attempt to eliminate all
resources contributed to the crisis at
the border. The Dream and Promise
Act does not apply to future migrants,
just those who were already in the
country before 2021.

This Dream and Promise Act has a
very high criminal bar. An applicant is
disqualified if they have any one of the
following: A felony conviction, one
misdemeanor conviction involving
moral turpitude, more than two mis-
demeanors, or one misdemeanor for do-
mestic violence.

Madam Speaker, I reserve the bal-
ance of my time.

Mrs. FISCHBACH. Madam Speaker, 1
yield 3 minutes to the gentlewoman
from Missouri (Mrs. WAGNER).

Mrs. WAGNER. Madam Speaker, I
rise in stark opposition to H.J. Res. 17,
which would retroactively and uncon-
stitutionally remove the deadline to
ratify the equal rights amendment.

Ratification of the equal rights
amendment will expand taxpayer-fund-
ed abortions and imperil basic pro-life
protections that States have enacted
based on the will of their people
through their State legislatures.

I am a committed defender of rights
for women and girls, and I have led ef-
forts in Congress to end sex trafficking,
address the rape kit backlog, and help
women balance staying in the work-
force and caring for their children.

As a mother and as a proud grandma,
I want my sweet granddaughter to feel
secure in the knowledge that she is en-
titled to the same rights and opportu-
nities as men.
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However, I cannot support this at-
tempt to circumvent the amendment
process and enshrine access to tax-
payer-funded abortion in the Constitu-
tion by a simple majority vote rather
than with the required support of two-
thirds of Congress or the States.

Congress has twice given States time
to ratify the equal rights amendment,
but the deadline has long since passed.
While some States ratified the ERA
after the deadline, others—up to five—
have withdrawn their ratification.

I strongly agree and associate myself
with the late Supreme Court Justice
Ruth Bader Ginsburg’s words when she
made the point: “If you count a late-
comer on the plus side, how can you
disregard States that said, ‘We have
changed our minds’?”’

If Democrats want to test the long-
standing bipartisan agreement on lim-
iting taxpayer-funded abortions, they
should follow Justice Ginsburg’s guid-
ance and start the process over, just as
our Founders intended.

I urge my colleagues to oppose this
legislation.
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Madam Speaker, I would also like to
set the record straight when it comes
to the Violence Against Women Act, or
VAWA. My amendment was removed,
in a partisan fashion, from VAWA this
Congress, stripping vital sex traf-
ficking funding for victims, for chil-
dren. This has always been included,
and it was stripped out and not allowed
in the amendment process. Also not al-
lowed was my PRENDA amendment
that would have stopped sex selection
in the womb taking the lives of young
girls.

Madam Speaker, I urge opposition to
this legislation.

Mrs. TORRES of California. Madam
Speaker, my colleagues across the aisle
are not supportive of provisions to pro-
tect LGBTQ-plus individuals in this
bill, but LGBTQ-plus members of our
community experience domestic vio-
lence, too. Abusers do not discriminate
based on sexual orientation, and nei-
ther should this body.

Legislators who oppose equality are
trying to turn this into a debate about
abortion to distract from the issue at
hand. I would like to clarify that the
ERA doesn’t include any requirement
to provide specific healthcare services,
including abortion. It is about equality
under the law.

Madam Speaker, I reserve the bal-
ance of my time.

Mrs. FISCHBACH. Madam Speaker, 1
yield 1 minute to the gentleman from
New Jersey (Mr. SMITH).

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Madam
Speaker, the most recent Marist poll
found that 7 in 10 Americans, including
nearly half who identify as pro-choice,
want significant restrictions on abor-
tion. Yet, the ERA as written will be
used in an aggressive litigation strat-
egy to nullify those restrictions, in-
cluding the Hyde amendment, waiting
periods, parental involvement, wom-
en’s right-to-know laws, conscience
rights, and the late-term abortion bans
like the Partial-Birth Abortion Ban
Act.

NARAL Pro-Choice America has said:
“The ERA would reinforce the con-
stitutional right to abortion’ and ‘‘re-
quire judges to strike down anti-abor-
tion laws.”

The National Organization for
Women said: ‘“An ERA—properly inter-
preted—could negate the hundreds of
laws that have passed restricting ac-
cess to abortion.”

Abortion activists, Madam Speaker,
successfully litigated using State ERAs
in both New Mexico and Connecticut to
compel taxpayers to pay for abortion
on demand.

Last year, Justice Ruth Bader Gins-
burg spoke on the legal impermis-
sibility of extending the deadline for
ratification and said she ‘‘would like it
to start over.” I couldn’t agree more.

Madam Speaker, two leaders of the Na-
tional Organization for Women (NOW) wrote:
“During the 1972 ERA ratification campaign,
several prominent women’s leaders denied
that an ERA would apply to abortion . . .”.

Ever since, pro-abortion leaders have large-
ly ignored, trivialized, or denied the fact that
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activists plan to aggressively use the federal
ERA as currently written in a litigation strategy
to overturn all pro-life laws and policies includ-
ing restrictions supported by huge majorities of
Americans. According to the most recent
Marist poll (January 2021):

7 in 10 Americans including nearly half who
identify as pro-choice want significant restric-
tions on abortion,

58 percent of all Americans oppose using
tax dollars for abortion,

55 percent want to ban abortion after 20
weeks,

70 percent of Americans oppose abortion if
the child will be born with Down Syndrome,

80 percent of Americans believe that laws
can protect both a pregnant woman and the
life of her unborn child.

While | fundamentally disagree with abortion
activists who refuse to recognize an unborn
child’s inherent dignity, worth, and value, at
least both sides now agree that the ERA as
written will be used in court to promote abor-
tion.

NARAL—Pro-Choice America said: “The
ERA would reinforce the constitutional right to
abortion . . . (and) require judges to strike
down anti-abortion laws . . .”.

The National Right to Life Committee states
that “the proposed federal ERA would invali-
date the federal Hyde Amendment and a state
restrictions on tax-funded abortions.”

As director of reproductive-justice initiatives
and National Women’s Law Center senior
counsel Kelli Garcia said, the ERA would help
create a basis to challenge abortion restric-
tions.”

And NOW said: “An ERA—properly inter-
preted—could negate the hundreds of laws
that have passed restricting access to abortion

Those laws restricting abortion include the
Hyde Amendment, waiting periods, parental
involvement, women'’s right to know laws, con-
science rights including the Weldon Amend-
ment and any late term abortion ban like the
Partial-Birth Abortion Ban Act of 2003.

Should the ERA be ratified without clarifying
abortion-neutral language—to wit: “Nothing in
this Article shall be construed to grant or se-
cure any right relating to abortion or the fund-
ing thereof”—it is absolutely clear that abor-
tion activists will use the ERA as they have
successfully used state ERAs in both New
Mexico and Connecticut—to force taxpayers to
pay for abortion on demand.

By now, my colleagues know that:

The Supreme Court of New Mexico ruled in
1998 that the state was required to fund abor-
tion based solely on the state ERA and said
the law “undoubtedly singles out . . . a gen-
der-linked condition that is unique to women”
and, therefore, “violates the Equal Rights
Amendment.”

In like manner, the Supreme Court of Con-
necticut invalidated its state ban on abortion
funding and wrote in 1986: “it is therefore
clear, under the Connecticut ERA, that the
regulation excepting . . . abortions from the
Medicaid program discriminates against
women.”

Today in Pennsylvania, activists are suing to
eviscerate the abortion funding restriction in
that state claiming that the Hyde-type restric-
tion violates the Pennsylvania Equal Rights
Amendment.

| believe that all human beings—especially
the weakest and most vulnerable including un-
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born baby girls and boys—deserve respect,
empathy, compassion, and protection from vi-
olence.

Madam Speaker, last year, Supreme Court
Justice Ruth Bader Ginsburg spoke on the
legal impermissibility of extending the deadline
for ratification and that she “would like it to
start over”.

According to Vox, Justice Ginsburg said,
There’s too much controversy about late-
comers, plus, a number of states have with-
drawn their ratification. So, if you count a late-
comer on the plus side, how can you dis-
regard states that said 'we've changed our
minds?’”

Five states—Idaho, Kentucky, Nebraska,
Tennessee, and South Dakota—voted to ratify
the ERA but later rescinded that ratification.

| strongly believe in equal rights for women.
I've introduced the ERA with the abortion-neu-
tral language | mentioned a moment ago.

Over the course of many years, | have con-
sistently sponsored and promoted women’s
rights legislation to ensure equal pay for equal
work including most recently, the Paycheck
Fairness Act.

In the struggle against wage discrimination,
| voted in favor of the Lilly Ledbetter Fair Pay
Act.

To help ensure that women are not dis-
advantaged in their careers because of time
taken to attend to their families, | was an early
and strong advocate of multiple legislative ini-
tiatives to provide family medical leave—in-
cluding the groundbreaking bill that became
law, the Family and Medical Leave Act.

| voted to ensure that women’s rights are
protected in higher education by strongly sup-
porting Title IX.

| have supported legislation to amend pen-
sion and tax policies that negatively impact
women, and | supported numerous bills to es-
tablish certain rights for sexual assault sur-
vivors including the Survivors’ Bill of Rights
which is now law.

Since the mid-1990s, | have led the effort to
end the barbaric practice of human trafficking,
a human rights abuse that is an unimaginable
exploitation of women and girls that thrives on
greed, disrespect, and secrecy.

Twenty years ago, the U.S. Congress ap-
proved and the President signed legislation
that | authored—the Trafficking Victims Protec-
tion Act of 2000—a comprehensive whole-of-
government initiative to combat sex and labor
trafficking in the United States and around the
world.

The Violence Against Women Act (See Divi-
sion B) was reauthorized and significantly ex-
panded by my law. Last Congress, | cospon-
sored the Violence Against Women Extension
Act of 2019.

In 2019, | authored another bill that was
signed into law-my fifth major law on human
trafficking—The Frederick Douglass Trafficking
Victims Prevention and Protection Act.

After a young college student from my dis-
trict, Samantha Josephson, was brutally mur-
dered by the driver of what she thought was
her Uber ride, | introduced Sami’'s Law which
passed the House—but never got a vote in
the Senate—to make the ride share industry
safer for all. In recent months, it has been
shocking to learn that thousands of women
who use Lyft or Uber have been sexually as-
saulted and some have been murdered. | re-
introduced Sami’s Law in February.

Yesterday, it was reported that another
woman was sexually assaulted in Ft. Lauder-
dale by an “off-duty” Uber driver.
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Ensuring equal rights for women and seri-
ous protections against violence requires laws,
policies, and spending priorities to achieve
those noble and necessary goals—without
putting unborn baby girls and boys at risk of
death.

Mrs. TORRES of California. Madam
Speaker, I include in the RECORD a
March 16 USA Today opinion piece
from activists Dolores Huerta, Carol
Jenkins, and Eleanor Smeal titled
“There is no deadline on women’s
equality. Add the equal rights amend-
ment to the Constitution.”

[From USA TODAY, March 16, 2021]
THERE’S NO DEADLINE ON WOMEN’S EQUALITY.

ADD THE EQUAL RIGHTS AMENDMENT TO THE

CONSTITUTION.

(By Dolores Huerta, Carol Jenkins and
Eleanor Smeal)

For the second time in a century, a global
pandemic has occurred at the height of a de-
termined movement to expand women’s
rights under the U.S. Constitution. The 1918
flu pandemic nearly halted the drive for rati-
fication of the 19th Amendment on women'’s
suffrage. But advocates rallied, lobbied
President Woodrow Wilson for support and
urged Congress to pass a joint resolution
adopting the amendment. That was followed
by ratification by the states and final certifi-
cation in August 1920.

Today, the campaign for ratification of the
Equal Rights Amendment is in the middle of
another global pandemic with women losing
jobs at a much higher rate than men, espe-
cially affecting women of color. In these first
100 days of the Biden-Harris administration
and during Women’s History Month, there is
a real opportunity to make constitutional
history again with lasting change for wom-
en’s rights and gender equality by adding the
ERA to the Constitution.

No rights denied 'on account of sex’

Congress approved the ERA in 1972. It says,
very simply, that ‘‘equality of rights under
the law shall not be denied or abridged by
the United States or any state on account of
sex.”

President Joe Biden and Congress now
have the opportunity to rally as well. This
week, the House of Representatives will con-
sider a joint resolution clearing the way for
the ERA to be added to the Constitution. If
the Senate also adopts the resolution, it
could become part of the Constitution this
year.

The ERA won ratification by the necessary
three-fourths of the states when Virginia be-
came the 38th state last year. Earlier, Ne-
vada ratified in 2017 and Illinois in 2018. How-
ever, the ERA has yet to be formally en-
shrined into the Constitution because of an
arbitrary timeline in the amendment’s pre-
amble—not the legislative text sent to the
states for approval—which set 1979 for ratifi-
cation. Congress changed the timeline by ex-
tending it to 1982.

Congress can again weigh in by removing
the timeline and recognizing the final three
states, because Article V of the Constitution
puts the amending process with the Congress
and ratification with the states.

Button supporting the Equal Rights
Amendment on April 2, 2013, in Little Rock,
Arkansas. Congressional action is needed to
support the attorneys general of Virginia,
Nevada and Illinois, who went to federal
court asking the national archivist to in-
clude the ERA in the Constitution.

But a U.S. district judge ruled this month
that the three states did not have standing
to bring the case, and the 1982 deadline re-
mains in effect.

Now is the time for Congress to recognize
there can be no time limit on equality. The
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House and Senate should approve a joint res-
olution ‘‘removing the deadline for the rati-
fication of the equal rights amendment.”
The measure, introduced in the House in
January, already has more than 200 co-spon-
sors.

The vast majority of Americans across de-
mographic and partisan lines agree that
women should have equal rights with men in
this country. In a 2020 Pew Research Center
survey, more than 9 in 10 U.S. adults said it
is very important (79%) or somewhat impor-
tant (18%). Fully 78% of U.S. adults—includ-
ing majorities of women, men, Republicans
and Democrats—favored adding the ERA to
the Constitution.

‘All men would be tyrants if they could’

Abigail Adams is often quoted as saying,
“Remember the Ladies.” In March of 1776,
she wrote more than these three words to her
husband, John, just months before the Dec-
laration of Independence was adopted and as
he was engaged in drafting the U.S. Con-
stitution. She had some ideas about what
should be included ‘‘in the new code of laws’
he was making: ‘I desire you would remem-
ber the ladies and be more generous and fa-
vorable to them than your ancestors. . . .
Remember, all men would be tyrants if they
could. If particular care and attention is not
paid to the ladies, we are determined to
formant a rebellion, and will not hold our-
selves bound by any laws in which we have
no voice or representation.”

That rebellion has been taking place
through the hundreds of peaceful ERA
marches and rallies that led up to the 2017
Women’s March, events that galvanized mil-
lions of women and men nationwide to new
levels of political activism. The #MeToo
movement sparked public outrage over sex-
ual assault and misogyny in the workplace.

In 2020, women again far outnumbered men
as voters with a gender gap that has become
decisive in presidential, Senate and House
elections. And women and men alike sup-
ported the Equal Rights Amendment by
electing a pro-ERA majority of members in
the House and Senate.

An estimated 1 million more women than
men have lost their jobs during the COVID-
19 lockdowns, and the pandemic shows that
most essential workers are women, most of
them are Black and Latina, and most still
have the majority of caregiving responsibil-
ities. These along with other economic reali-
ties make constitutional rights for women
more urgent than ever before.

The pandemic has sparked a reexamination
of the role of government and the need for
social safety net and economic policies that
work for all. In short, the new reality of 2021
demands that Congress approve the ERA res-
olution. It will mark a historic commitment
to women’s rights by ensuring equality
under the law for current and future genera-
tions.

Mrs. TORRES of California. Madam
Speaker, COVID’s impact on women
shows the continued need for equality.
We have the power to remove the ERA
ratification deadline and make it a re-
ality.

Madam Speaker, I reserve the bal-
ance of my time.

Mrs. FISCHBACH. Madam Speaker, 1
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

If we defeat the previous question, I
will offer an amendment to the rule to
provide for consideration of Congress-
woman MILLER-MEEKS’ H.R. 1897, the
REACT Act.

Madam Speaker, I ask unanimous
consent to insert the text of my
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amendment in the RECORD, along with
extraneous material, immediately
prior to the vote on the previous ques-
tion.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from Minnesota?

There was no objection.

Mrs. FISCHBACH. Madam Speaker, 1
yield 5 minutes to the gentlewoman
from Iowa (Mrs. MILLER-MEEKS) to
speak further on the amendment.

Mrs. MILLER-MEEKS. Madam
Speaker, I thank my good friend, Con-
gresswoman FISCHBACH, for yielding me
time.

I urge my colleagues to defeat the
previous question so we can take up
my bill, H.R. 1897, the REACT Act.

My bill would require the Depart-
ment of Homeland Security to test all
migrants illegally crossing our border
who they plan to release into our com-
munities for COVID-19.

Yesterday, I traveled to El Paso,
Texas, to meet with the men and
women of the United States Customs
and Border Protection. I saw firsthand
the crisis they are facing and believe it
is our job as Congress to do everything
in our power to address it.

CBP is currently encountering more
than 3,000 migrants on average per day,
which is rapidly approaching Ilevels
seen at the height of the 2019 crisis. To
put this in perspective, President
Obama’s Secretary of Homeland Secu-
rity, Jeh Johnson, stated during his
tenure that 1,000 apprehensions a day
was considered a bad day. We are at
more than three times that now, and
on top of it, we continue to face a glob-
al pandemic.

In February, CBP encountered over
100,000 migrants on the southwest bor-
der trying to illegally enter our coun-
try. This does not include those mi-
grants who may have gotten away or
evaded detection, some of whom may
be positive for COVID-19.

The Department of Homeland Secu-
rity announced today that we are on
track to encounter the highest number
of migrants along the southwest border
in the last 20 years. Seasonally, migra-
tion gets worse in the spring months of
April and May, so we are likely to see
these numbers increase over the com-
ing months.

Yesterday, I heard directly from the
Border Patrol agents that few, if any,
of the thousands of migrants we saw in
CBP custody are being tested for
COVID-19. These migrants, and chil-
dren, in particular, are being held in fa-
cilities that are already at capacity,
and often for longer than the 72-hour
limit permitted by law. According to
recent reports, as of March 8, 185 mi-
grants released into Brownsville,
Texas, have tested positive for COVID-
19.

Border security and immigration is
not an issue that only affects border
States. It affects every community
across the country. If the Biden admin-
istration continues to release these mi-
grants, they will not stay in our border
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communities. Instead, they will travel
to every State. Without proper testing
and quarantine, they are likely to
bring COVID-19 with them, and the
communities to which they are trans-
ferred are unaware.

As a physician and former director of
the Iowa Department of Public Health,
I know that the COVID-19 pandemic is
not yet over. We must ensure that any
individuals the Biden administration
insists on releasing into our commu-
nities do not have COVID-19. This is
also why I support reinstating the
PAUSE Act, to prevent the introduc-
tion of new COVID-19 cases from Can-
ada and Mexico.

Madam Speaker, I urge my col-
leagues to support this legislation to
require that we keep all of our commu-
nities and these migrants safe and to
stop spreading COVID-19 by voting
“no’” on the previous question.

Mrs. TORRES of California. Madam
Speaker, President Biden inherited a
dismantled and gutted immigration
system. The prior administration’s
strategy of cruelty, chaos, and confu-
sion was ineffective and set the stage
for our current challenges.

I include in the RECORD a March 15
Columbus Dispatch article titled ‘‘Un-
documented immigrants pay billions in
taxes each year—and have been for 25
years.”

[From the Columbus Dispatch, Mar. 15, 2021]
UNDOCUMENTED IMMIGRANTS PAY BILLIONS IN
TAXES EACH YEAR—AND HAVE BEEN FOR 25

YEARS

(By Danae King)

Every year, Arturo pays thousands of dol-
lars in taxes from the revenue produced by
his central Ohio-based painting company.

But he will never receive Social Security
benefits. Or Medicare. Or Medicaid.

That’s because Arturo, whose last name is
not being used for his safety, is an undocu-
mented immigrant from Mexico—one of
about 6 million who pay taxes annually, ac-
cording to the Congressional Budget Office.

Jorge Beltran is a Columbus tax preparer
who is certified by the IRS to file taxes for
undocumented immigrants. He hopes to
shatter misconceptions about immigrants
not paying taxes and being drains on society.

A report from the office shows that 50% to
75% of undocumented immigrants pay bil-
lions in taxes each year—and have been since
the Internal Revenue Service created a pro-
gram 25 years ago allowing people without a
Social Security number to file taxes.

When it comes to state and local taxes, un-
documented immigrants pay more than $11
billion a year, according to a 2017 report
from the Institute on Taxation and Eco-
nomic Policy, a nonpartisan nonprofit based
in Washington, D.C. In Ohio, they paid $83.2
million in state and local taxes in 2017, ac-
cording to the institute.

Jorge Beltran, left, reviews tax documents
with client Ana Narciso. Beltran is a Colum-
bus tax preparer who is certified by the IRS
to file taxes for undocumented immigrants.
He hopes to shatter misconceptions about
immigrants not paying taxes and being
drains on society. Narciso has legal status to
be in the United States.

“When you hear people who are citizens—
who may be against immigration or immi-
grants, especially undocumented—say, ‘Oh,
they’re here and sucking up all the govern-
ment resources and taking handouts and
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welfare.” That’s not the case,” said Jessica
Rodriguez Bell, a Columbus immigration at-
torney who has undocumented clients.

‘““These people are not eligible for those
benefits, and many times they’re paying into
the system like we are. It’s frustrating to
hear that a lot.”

Still, many attorneys recommend their un-
documented clients pay taxes, Rodriguez
Bell said.

““The reason for that is that, one, it’s in-
come they’ve been paying in and are likely
entitled to a refund of some sort,” Rodriguez
Bell said. ‘“Then, also because in the future,
even if they don’t have a current immigra-
tion case pending or even if they’re not eligi-
ble for relief at this time . . . oftentimes you
want to demonstrate good moral character
and that you’ve been an upstanding citizen
while you’ve been here.”’

Years of tax returns also establish that a
person has been living in the United States,
she said.

To some, though, the issue is not whether
or not undocumented immigrants pay taxes,
said Mark Krikorian, executive director of
the Center for Immigration Studies, a Wash-
ington, D.C.-based conservative think tank.

“There’s this sort of implicit assumption
that if you pay your taxes everything else is
fine,” he said. ‘‘Paying your taxes doesn’t
wipe away everything else that you’ve
done.”

Krikorian said that the real question is
what is the balance of taxes undocumented
immigrants pay versus the services they con-
sume.

“There’s no real debate about less-skilled
workers,”” he said. ‘“Whether they’re legal or
illegal, they use more in services than they
pay in taxes.”

A 2010 report from another Washington,
D.C., think tank, the Brookings Institution,
however, suggests that while U.S.-citizen
children of undocumented immigrants can be
costly when they’re young, those costs are
paid out through a lifetime of taxes.

The mere act of filing taxes could be seen
as a risk for undocumented immigrants be-
cause it could result in the federal govern-
ment pursing legal action to return the im-
migrants to their home country. But Rodri-
guez-Bell said she hasn’t seen any such nega-
tive consequences.

“The IRS is a separate department, so it’s
not something where we’ve ever seen infor-
mation exchanged between the IRS and, say,
ICE,” she said, referring to Immigration and
Customs Enforcement. ‘“This is not some-
thing that’s going to get you in trouble, and
you’re not doing something illegal by doing
that. It can only help your situation in the
future if you are filing.”’

In 1996, the IRS created the Individual Tax-
payer Identification Number (ITIN) to allow
people working in the United States without
Social Security numbers to pay taxes. It is a
9-digit number, the same length as a Social
Security number, issued only to those who
are not eligible for Social Security numbers.

In order to help undocumented immigrants
get a tax ID number and file, the IRS cer-
tifies what are called acceptance agents.
There are 13 in Columbus, 79 in Ohio and
more than 5,000 nationwide.

Jorge Beltran, the owner of Belmont Serv-
ices LLC, a tax preparation company on Co-
lumbus’ Northwest Side, has been a certified
acceptance agent with the IRS since 2008.
The vast majority of Beltran’s clients are
undocumented immigrants, and he’s pas-
sionate about letting people know that they
pay taxes.

“Imagine if more people knew this,”
Beltran said. ‘“These are not people asking
for a handout. They’re not asking for unem-
ployment. They’re not asking for any bene-
fits. Even if they wanted to, they couldn’t.”
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Consider his clients Javier and Norma—
whose first names only are being used, as
with other undocumented immigrants in this
story, for their safety—who both worked in
food service before the pandemic. In March
2020, Javier got laid off but had no access to
unemployment or COVID-19 relief payments
due to his status. Over the course of the rest
of the year, he worked six different jobs to
support his family, which includes their
three U.S.-born children.

The couple made $56,369 in 2020 and got a
refund of $3,337, which made a big difference
in their lives, Beltran said, possibly paying
for five months of their rent. If they had So-
cial Security numbers, they could’ve gotten
$6,900 in federal COVID relief payments in
2020 to help support their family, Beltran
said.

“They contribute to all of our commu-
nities,”” he said. ‘“They pay the school sys-
tem from their taxes. They pay for the roads
from their taxes, and they spend money they
make in the grocery stores and movie thea-
ters and everywhere but nobody knows about
it.”

Beltran shared the story of another two of
his clients, Cirilo and Patricia, who live in
Mount Vernon and have been in the country
for almost 20 years. Cirilo works two jobs as
a cook, but only made $26,784 last year, pay-
ing $3,706 in taxes. His earnings had to sup-
port his six children—four of whom have De-
ferred Action for Childhood Arrivals (DACA)
status, allowing them to work and go to
school legally, and two of whom were born in
the United States.

Nicole, who owns a painting business with
her undocumented immigrant husband,
Arturo, both pose for a portrait on Friday,
March 12, 2021. Undocumented immigrants
pay taxes and own businesses that employ
people and help the local economy.

Arturo and his wife, Nicole, a U.S. citizen
whose family is from Mexico and who owns
their painting company with him, are
Beltran’s clients as well. They employ 47
people and paid $118,250 in estimated taxes
this year, according to Beltran.

“Talk about being productive members of
society,” he said. ‘‘Forty-seven people can
feed their families, help pay the schools,
whatever, with the employment they have
and that’s generated by this company.

More than $11,000 from the family’s taxes
went to the city of Columbus.

The couple started their business after
Arturo got injured in his job as a butcher
and was fired. He started working for a
friend as a painter, but had always dreamed
of working for himself and owning a busi-
ness. So, with the help of a friend, they
started their own business six years ago and
now support themselves and their four chil-
dren.

‘““He comes from nothing in Mexico. His
parents are farmers, and he has just a middle
school, almost high school education,” Ni-
cole said, of her husband. ‘It was really im-
portant for him not to be stuck. He came to
the United States to make something for
himself, to provide a better future for his
children.”

Immigrants are here to make the country
better, Nicole said.

““This is what makes America great,” she
said. ‘“‘immigrants coming here and finding
their way and helping the country prosper,
too.”

Mrs. TORRES of California. Madam
Speaker, during the last 4 years, mil-
lions of immigrants faced uncertainty
as the Trump administration pursued
cruel immigration policies. With pas-
sage of H.R. 6, we are beginning a new
chapter in our Nation’s immigration
policy.
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Madam Speaker, I reserve the bal-
ance of my time.

Mrs. FISCHBACH. Madam Speaker, 1
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from
New York (Mr. KATKO).

Mr. KATKO. Madam Speaker, I will
note, in response to my colleagues
across the aisle, that there is nothing
wrong with enforcing the immigration
laws that are on the books. That is all
we are talking about doing at the bor-
der, and keeping the border secure.

Madam Speaker, yesterday, I visited
the southern border, and what I saw
was unacceptable, full stop. I witnessed
the dangerous and rapidly growing im-
pacts of Biden’s border crisis.

I spoke to Border Patrol agents on
the front line of the crisis and wit-
nessed firsthand what they are up
against. Thousands of migrants are
showing up every week, hanging onto
the words and promises of President
Biden’s goal of relaxing border restric-
tions.

Our Border Patrol agents are
underresourced and overwhelmed. They
have been put in an untenable situa-
tion, with little regard for their health
or safety.

Department of Homeland Security
Secretary Mayorkas recently an-
nounced the Department would begin
allocating FEMA resources. FEMA is
the agency that is in charge of over-
seeing the pandemic and delivering
vaccines to our American citizens. He
has taken resources away from Amer-
ican citizens to deal with this crisis on
the border. If FEMA is involved, it is,
by definition, a disaster.

Last week, senior Department of
Homeland Security officials told the
committee that Customs and Border
Protection doesn’t have the capacity to
test and quarantine migrants in their
custody, and that there was no plan-
ning being done to ensure migrants are
not released by the Federal Govern-
ment at the border if they are COVID-
19 positive. Thousands have been re-
leased.

I saw with my own eyes hundreds of
people in this facility. Not a single one
was tested. And only half of the Border
Patrol agents have been inoculated. We
don’t know how many have COVID-19,
and quite frankly, I don’t think they
want to know.

In the midst of the ongoing pan-
demic, it is the Department’s job to en-
sure it doesn’t release anyone who is
COVID-19 positive. For this reason, I
support efforts to defeat the previous
question and bring up commonsense
legislation to require that any indi-
vidual released from CBP or ICE cus-
tody tests negative for COVID-19.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
time of the gentleman has expired.

Mrs. FISCHBACH. Madam Speaker, I
yield an additional 30 seconds to the
gentleman from New York (Mr.
KATKO).

Mr. KATKO. Madam Speaker, Presi-
dent Biden’s knee-jerk reversal of pro-
ductive, effective border security poli-
cies from the previous administration

The
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was a political calculation that has,
quite frankly, backfired and created a
humanitarian, security, and public
health crisis.

We can’t allow our Nation’s progress
in overcoming the ongoing pandemic to
be undermined by dangerous policies
allowing individuals with COVID-19 to
be released into our communities.

Madam Speaker, I urge my col-
leagues to vote to defeat the previous
question.

Mrs. TORRES of California. Madam
Speaker, I include in the RECORD a
statement by Department of Homeland
Security Secretary  Alejandro N.
Mayorkas in which he states the many
issues associated with the southern
border and what we are doing to ad-
dress those issues.

For example, Border Patrol facilities
and border personnel that had not had
complete access to a COVID-19 vaccine
now have complete access to the vac-
cine. It talks about the disruptions of
the previous administration and their
lack of commitment to deal with ten-
der-age children and many other issues
that could help inform this conversa-
tion moving forward.

[From the U.S. Department of Homeland
Security, Mar. 16, 2021]
STATEMENT BY HOMELAND SECURITY SEC-

RETARY ALEJANDRO N. MAYORKAS REGARD-

ING THE SITUATION AT THE SOUTHWEST BOR-

DER

There is understandably a great deal of at-
tention currently focused on the southwest
border. I want to share the facts, the work
that we in the Department of Homeland Se-
curity (DHS) and across the government are
doing, and our plan of action. Our personnel
remain steadfast in devotion of their talent
and efforts in the service of our nation.

The situation at the southwest border is
difficult. We are working around the clock to
manage it and we will continue to do so.
That is our job. We are making progress and
we are executing on our plan. It will take
time and we will not waver in our commit-
ment to succeed.

We will also not waver in our values and
our principles as a Nation. Our goal is a safe,
legal, and orderly immigration system that
is based on our bedrock priorities: to keep
our borders secure, address the plight of chil-
dren as the law requires, and enable families
to be together. As noted by the President in
his Executive Order, ‘‘securing our borders
does not require us to ignore the humanity
of those who seek to cross them.” We are
both a nation of laws and a nation of immi-
grants. That is one of our proudest tradi-
tions.

THE FACTS

We are on pace to encounter more individ-
uals on the southwest border than we have in
the last 20 years. We are expelling most sin-
gle adults and families. We are not expelling
unaccompanied children. We are securing
our border, executing the Centers for Disease
Control and Prevention’s (CDC) public health
authority to safeguard the American public
and the migrants themselves, and protecting
the children. We have more work to do.

This is not new. We have experienced mi-
gration surges before—in 2019, 2014, and be-
fore then as well. Since April 2020, the num-
ber of encounters at the southwest border
has been steadily increasing. Border Patrol
Agents are working around the clock to
process the flow at the border and I have
great respect for their tireless efforts. To un-

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

derstand the situation, it is important to
identify who is arriving at our southwest
border and how we are following the law to
manage different types of border encounters.

SINGLE ADULTS

The majority of those apprehended at the
southwest border are single adults who are
currently being expelled under the CDC’s au-
thority to manage the public health crisis of
the COVID-19 pandemic. Pursuant to that
authority under Title 42 of the United States
Code, single adults from Mexico and the
Northern Triangle countries of El Salvador,
Guatemala, and Honduras are swiftly ex-
pelled to Mexico. Single adults from other
countries are expelled by plane to their
countries of origin if Mexico does not accept
them. There are limited exceptions to our
use of the CDC’s expulsion authority. For ex-
ample, we do not expel individuals with cer-
tain acute vulnerabilities.

The expulsion of single adults does not
pose an operational challenge for the Border
Patrol because of the speed and minimal
processing burden of their expulsion.

FAMILIES

Families apprehended at the southwest
border are also currently being expelled
under the CDC’s Title 42 authority. Families
from Mexico and the Northern Triangle
countries are expelled to Mexico unless Mex-
ico does not have the capacity to receive the
families. Families from countries other than
Mexico or the Northern Triangle are expelled
by plane to their countries of origin. Excep-
tions can be made when a family member has
an acute vulnerability.

Mexico’s limited capacity has strained our
resources, including in the Rio Grande Val-
ley area of Texas. When Mexico’s capacity is
reached, we process the families and place
them in immigration proceedings here in the
United States. We have partnered with
communitybased organizations to test the
family members and quarantine them as
needed under COVID-19 protocols. In some
locations, the processing of individuals who
are part of a family unit has strained our
border resources. I explain below additional
challenges we have encountered and the
steps we have taken to solve this problem.

UNACCOMPANIED CHILDREN

We are encountering many unaccompanied
children at our southwest border every day.
A child who is under the age of 18 and not ac-
companied by their parent or legal guardian
is considered under the law to be an unac-
companied child. We are encountering six-
and sevenyear-old children, for example, ar-
riving at our border without an adult. They
are vulnerable children and we have ended
the prior administration’s practice of expel-
ling them.

An unaccompanied child is brought to a
Border Patrol facility and processed for
transfer to the Department of Health and
Human Services (HHS). Customs and Border
Protection is a passthrough and is required
to transfer the child to HHS within 72 hours
of apprehension. HHS holds the child for
testing and quarantine, and shelters the
child until the child is placed with a sponsor
here in the United States. In more than 80
percent of cases, the child has a family mem-
ber in the United States. In more than 40
percent of cases, that family member is a
parent or legal guardian. These are children
being reunited with their families who will
care for them.

The children then go through immigration
proceedings where they are able to present a
claim for relief under the law.

The Border Patrol facilities have become
crowded with children and the 72-hour time-
frame for the transfer of children from the
Border Patrol to HHS is not always met.
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HHS has not had the capacity to intake the
number of unaccompanied children we have
been encountering. I describe below the ac-
tions we have taken and the plans we are
executing to handle this difficult situation
successfully.

WHY THE CHALLENGE IS ESPECIALLY DIFFICULT

NOW

Poverty, high levels of violence, and cor-
ruption in Mexico and the Northern Triangle
countries have propelled migration to our
southwest border for years. The adverse con-
ditions have continued to deteriorate. Two
damaging hurricanes that hit Honduras and
swept through the region made the living
conditions there even worse, causing more
children and families to flee.

The COVID-19 pandemic has made the situ-
ation more complicated. There are restric-
tions and protocols that need to be followed.
The physical distancing protocol, for exam-
ple, imposes space and other limitations on
our facilities and operations.

The prior administration completely dis-
mantled the asylum system. The system was
gutted, facilities were closed, and they cru-
elly expelled young children into the hands
of traffickers. We have had to rebuild the en-
tire system, including the policies and proce-
dures required to administer the asylum
laws that Congress passed long ago.

The prior administration tore down the
lawful pathways that had been developed for
children to come to the United States in a
safe, efficient, and orderly way. It tore down,
for example, the Central American Minors
program that avoided the need for children
to take the dangerous journey to our south-
west border.

The previous administration also cut for-
eign aid funding to the Northern Triangle.
No longer did we resource efforts in El Sal-
vador, Guatemala, and Honduras to tackle
the root causes of people fleeing their homes.

And, there were no plans to protect our
front-line personnel against the COVID-19
pandemic. There was no appropriate plan-
ning for the pandemic at all.

As difficult as the border situation is now,
we are addressing it. We have acted and we
have made progress. We have no illusions
about how hard it is, and we know it will
take time. We will get it done. We will do so
adhering to the law and our fundamental
values. We have an incredibly dedicated and
talented workforce.

ACTIONS WE HAVE TAKEN

In less than two months, Customs and Bor-
der Protection stood-up an additional facil-
ity in Donna, Texas to process unaccom-
panied children and families. We deployed
additional personnel to provide oversight,
care, and transportation assistance for unac-
companied minors pending transfer to HHS
custody.

We are standing up additional facilities in
Texas and Arizona to shelter unaccompanied
children and families. We are working with
Mexico to increase its capacity to receive ex-
pelled families. We partnered with commu-
nity-based organizations to test and quar-
antine families that Mexico has not had the
capacity to receive. We have developed a
framework for partnering with local mayors
and public health officials to pay for 100% of
the expense for testing, isolation, and quar-
antine for migrants. ICE has also developed
additional facilities to provide testing, local
transportation, immigration document as-
sistance, orientation, travel coordination in
the interior, and mechanisms to support
oversight of the migrant families who are
not expelled.

Working with Mexico and international or-
ganizations, we built a system in which mi-
grants who were forced to remain in Mexico
and denied a chance to seek protection under
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the previous administration can now use a
virtual platform—using their phones—to reg-
ister. They do not need to take the dan-
gerous journey to the border. The individuals
are tested, processed, and transported to a
port of entry safely and out of the hands of
traffickers. We succeeded in processing the
individuals who were in the Matamoros camp
in Mexico. This is the roadmap going forward
for a system that is safe, orderly, and fair.

To protect our own workforce, we launched
Operation Vaccinate Our Workforce (VOW)
in late January. At the beginning of this ad-
ministration, less than 2 percent of our
frontline personnel were vaccinated. Now
more than 25 percent of our frontline per-
sonnel have been vaccinated.

We directed the Federal Emergency Man-
agement Agency (FEMA) to assist HHS in
developing the capacity to meet the surge of
unaccompanied children. FEMA already es-
tablished one new facility for HHS to shelter
700 children. They have identified and are
currently adding additional facilities. We are
working with HHS to more efficiently iden-
tify and screen sponsors for children. In two
days, we recruited more than 560 DHS volun-
teers to support HHS in our collective efforts
to address the needs of the unaccompanied
children.

We are restarting and expanding the Cen-
tral American Minors program. It creates a
lawful pathway for children to come to the
United States without having to take the
dangerous journey. Under this expansion,
children will be processed in their home
countries and brought to the United States
in a safe and orderly way.

In addition, DHS and HHS terminated a
2018 agreement that had a chilling effect on
potential sponsors—typically a parent or
close relative—from coming forward to care
for an unaccompanied child placed in an HHS
shelter. In its place, DHS and HHS signed a
new Memorandum of Agreement that pro-
motes the safe and timely transfer of chil-
dren. It keeps safeguards designed to ensure
children are unified with properly vetted
sponsors who can safely care for them while
they await immigration proceedings.

THE PATH FORWARD

We are creating joint processing centers so
that children can be placed in HHS care im-
mediately after Border Patrol encounters
them. We are also identifying and equipping
additional facilities for HHS to shelter unac-
companied children until they are placed
with family or sponsors. These are short-
term solutions to address the surge of unac-
companied children.

Longer term, we are working with Mexico
and international organizations to expand
our new virtual platform so that unaccom-
panied children can access it without having
to take the dangerous journey to our border.
As mentioned, we are expanding the Central
American Minors program to permit more
children to be processed in their home coun-
tries and if eligible, brought to the United
States in a safe and orderly way.

We are developing additional legal and safe
pathways for children and others to reach
the United States. While we are building a
formal refugee program throughout the re-
gion, we are working with Mexico, the
Northern Triangle countries, and inter-
national organizations to establish proc-
essing centers in those countries so that in-
dividuals can be screened through them and
brought to the United States if they qualify
for relief under our humanitarian laws and
other authorities.

For years, the asylum system has been
badly in need of reengineering. In addition to
improving the process by which unaccom-
panied children are placed with family or
sponsors, we will be issuing a new regulation
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shortly and taking other measures to imple-
ment the long needed systemic reforms. We
will shorten from years to months the time
it takes to adjudicate an asylum claim while
ensuring procedural safeguards and enhanc-
ing access to counsel.

President Biden laid out a vision of a
“multi-pronged approach toward managing
migration throughout North and Central
America that reflects the Nation’s highest
values.” To that end, we are working with
the Departments of Health and Human Serv-
ices, Justice, and State in an all-of-govern-
ment effort to not only address the current
situation at our southwest border, but to in-
stitute longer-term solutions to irregular
migration from countries in our hemisphere
that are suffering worsening conditions. This
is powerfully exemplified by the President’s
goal to invest $4 billion in the Northern Tri-
angle countries to address the root causes of
migration.

CONCLUSION

The situation we are currently facing at
the southwest border is a difficult one. We
are tackling it. We are keeping our borders
secure, enforcing our laws, and staying true
to our values and principles. We can do so be-
cause of the incredible talent and unwaver-
ing dedication of our workforce.

I came to this country as an infant,
brought by parents who understood the hope
and promise of America. Today, young chil-
dren are arriving at our border with that
same hope. We can do this.

Mrs. TORRES of California. Madam
Speaker, I reserve the balance of my
time.
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Mrs. FISCHBACH. Madam Speaker, I
yield 2 minutes to the gentlewoman
from New Mexico (Ms. HERRELL).

Ms. HERRELL. Madam Speaker, I
rise because I am concerned about the
release of aliens into my community
without COVID-19 testing.

Dr. MILLER-MEEKS’ changes to this
legislation are vital to protecting
Americans from the spread of COVID-
19.

As our Nation continues to deal with
the COVID-19 pandemic, our State is
still largely locked down, our schools
are shuttered, and many of our busi-
nesses have been closed due to orders
from State and local officials.

In many areas along the border, the
CBP has restarted catch and release in
the midst of this unprecedented pan-
demic. This is completely illogical, es-
pecially while American citizens con-
tinue to live under such restrictions. In
fact, again, I can point to a double
standard.

Madam Speaker, it is very unfair to
think that we want to do something to
protect these young families, these un-
accompanied children, when we Kknow
for a fact that they are coming across
the border at the age 1, 3, and 5 alone,
without any supervision. We know for
a fact that they are being raped and
pillaged along the way. And if we feel
that is somehow a benefit to the chil-
dren, let alone being exposed in coming
into this Nation with COVID, then we
are fooling not only ourselves, but,
again, the American people. We aren’t
just putting the immigrants in harm’s
way, but also the American people.

Madam Speaker, we should be more
mindful of what is happening. This is a
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health pandemic we are living in. This
is a crisis. We have suicide rates that
we have never seen before amongst stu-
dents. Our businesses are shut down.
We must do something to protect the
American people first.

We also must protect the migrants.
But allowing our borders to be porous
without the COVID testing is, again, a
mistake, not only for the Nation, but
for the migrants trying to come here.
It is dangerous for both Americans and
migrants.

We deserve better than that in Amer-
ica. Our Americans deserve better than
that. And we must support Dr. MILLER-
MEEKS’ bill and insist that there is
COVID testing before migrants are re-
leased into America.

Mrs. TORRES of California. Madam
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I
may consume.

Madam Speaker, as difficult as the
situation is at our southern border, we
are addressing it.

The Biden administration has acted,
and they have made progress. They
have no illusions about how hard it is,
because they inherited a dismantled
program. And to protect our own work-
force, they have launched Operation
Vaccinate our Workers, VOW, in late
January.

At the beginning of the Biden admin-
istration, less than 2 percent of our
frontline personnel were vaccinated.
To date, more than 25 percent of our
frontline personnel have been vac-
cinated. That is leadership. That is not
avoidance of the problem that we face.

Madam Speaker, I reserve the bal-
ance of my time.

Mrs. FISCHBACH. Madam Speaker, 1
am prepared to close, and I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

Madam Speaker, in closing, there is a
crisis at our border. Whether the
Democrats acknowledge it or not, our
border patrol agents are overwhelmed,
detention facilities are way over capac-
ity, and COVID-19 is spreading un-
checked throughout. This puts the
health of both individuals detained and
the border agents at risk.

We currently require a negative
COVID test to travel in the U.S. So
why should the southern border be any
different?

The border crisis is a direct result of
the administration’s lax immigration
policy, and it is putting our commu-
nities at further risk of contracting
COVID-19.

Madam Speaker, I urge a ‘“‘no’ vote
on the previous question, and a ‘‘no”
vote on the underlying measure.

Madam Speaker, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

Mrs. TORRES of California. Madam
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I
may consume.

Last week, we passed a historic
American Rescue Plan, which set out a
vision of who we are as a nation. We
are a country that can conquer this
virus, a country that cares about elimi-
nating childhood poverty, and a coun-
try that is dedicated to ensuring that
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everyone—everyone, not just the rich—
are able to emerge from the pandemic
and do better.

The bills before us today are a con-
tinuation of this vision of a country
committed to doing better for the peo-
ple. Too many people in America live
in fear, fear because they are not pro-
tected under the law, but these bills be-
fore us today say: ‘“‘No more.”

The Violence Against Women Reau-
thorization Act says to domestic abuse
survivors: ‘“You are safe. You are going
to be safe.”

H.J. Res. 17, which removes the dead-
line for the ratification of the equal
rights amendment says to women:
“You are equal.”” ““We are equal.”

The Dream and Promise Act says to
Dreamers: ‘“You, too, can have a shot
at the American Dream.”

And the Farm Workforce Moderniza-
tion Act tells our farm workers: ‘“You
can do your job without fear of depor-
tation.”

H.R. 1868 tells Americans:
worry about draconian cuts.
focus on recovery.”’

Madam Speaker, the bills before us
today will continue the Democratic
Congress’ work to do better by all the
American people.

Madam Speaker, I urge a ‘‘yes’ vote
on the rule and the previous question.

The material previously referred to
by Mrs. FISCHBACH is as follows:

AMENDMENT TO HOUSE RESOLUTION 233

At the end of the resolution, add the fol-
lowing:

SEC. 11. Immediately upon adoption of this
resolution, the House shall proceed to the
consideration in the House of the bill (H.R.
1897) to require a diagnostic test for COVID-
19 for an inadmissible alien released from the
custody of the United States Customs and
Border Protection or the United States Im-
migration and Customs Enforcement, and for
other purposes. All points of order against
consideration of the bill are waived. The bill
shall be considered as read. All points of
order against provisions in the bill are
waived. The previous question shall be con-
sidered as ordered on the bill and on any
amendment thereto to final passage without
intervening motion except: (1) one hour of
debate equally divided and controlled by the
chair and ranking minority member of the
Committee on the Judiciary; and (2) one mo-
tion to recommit.

SEC. 12. Clause 1(c) of rule XIX shall not
apply to the consideration of H.R. 1897.

Mrs. TORRES of California. Madam
Speaker, I yield back the balance of
my time, and I move the previous ques-
tion on the resolution.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on ordering the previous
question.

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the ayes appeared to have it.

Mrs. FISCHBACH. Madam Speaker,
on that I demand the yeas and nays.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to section 3(s) of House Resolution
8, the yeas and nays are ordered.

Pursuant to clause 8 of rule XX, fur-
ther proceedings on this question are
postponed.

“Don’t
Let’s

RECESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair
declares the House in recess subject to
the call of the Chair.

Accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 37 min-
utes p.m.), the House stood in recess.

———
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AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker pro
tempore (Mr. PANETTA) at 6 o’clock and
30 minutes p.m.

———

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION
OF H.R. 1620, VIOLENCE AGAINST
WOMEN REAUTHORIZATION ACT
OF 2021; PROVIDING FOR CONSID-
ERATION OF H.R. 6, AMERICAN
DREAM AND PROMISE ACT OF
2021; PROVIDING FOR CONSIDER-
ATION OF H.R. 1603, FARM WORK-
FORCE MODERNIZATION ACT OF
2021; PROVIDING FOR CONSIDER-
ATION OF H.R. 1868, PREVENTING
PAYGO SEQUESTRATION; PRO-
VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF
H.J. RES. 17, REMOVING THE
DEADLINE FOR THE RATIFICA-
TION OF THE EQUAL RIGHTS
AMENDMENT; AND FOR OTHER
PURPOSES

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, the unfin-
ished business is the vote on ordering
the previous question on the resolution
(H. Res. 233) providing for consider-
ation of the bill (H.R. 1620) to reauthor-
ize the Violence Against Women Act of
1994, and for other purposes; providing
for consideration of the bill (H.R. 6) to
authorize the cancellation of removal
and adjustment of status of certain
aliens, and for other purposes; pro-
viding for consideration of the bill
(H.R. 1603) to amend the Immigration
and Nationality Act to provide for
terms and conditions for nonimmigrant
workers performing agricultural labor
or services, and for other purposes; pro-
viding for consideration of the bill
(H.R. 1868) to prevent across-the-board
direct spending cuts, and for other pur-
poses; providing for consideration of
the joint resolution (H.J. Res. 17) re-
moving the deadline for the ratifica-
tion of the equal rights amendment;
and for other purposes, on which the
yveas and nays were ordered.

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on ordering the previous
question on the resolution.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 212, nays
200, not voting 17, as follows:

[Roll No. 78]

YEAS—212
Adams Axne Bera
Aguilar Barragan Beyer
Allred Bass Bishop (GA)
Auchincloss Beatty Blumenauer
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Blunt Rochester
Bonamici
Bourdeaux
Bowman
Boyle, Brendan
F.
Brownley
Bush
Bustos
Butterfield
Carbajal
Cardenas
Carson
Cartwright
Case
Casten
Castor (FL)
Castro (TX)
Chu
Cicilline
Clark (MA)
Clarke (NY)
Cleaver
Clyburn
Cohen
Connolly
Cooper
Correa
Costa
Courtney
Craig
Crist
Crow
Cuellar
Davids (KS)
Davis, Danny K.
Dean
DeFazio
DeGette
DeLauro
DelBene
Delgado
Demings
DeSaulnier
Deutch
Dingell
Doggett
Doyle, Michael
F.
Escobar
Eshoo
Espaillat
Evans
Fletcher
Foster
Frankel, Lois
Gallego
Garamendi
Garela (IL)
Garcia (TX)
Gomez
Gonzalez,
Vicente
Gottheimer
Green, Al (TX)
Grijalva
Harder (CA)
Hastings
Hayes

Aderholt
Allen
Amodei
Arrington
Babin
Bacon
Baird
Banks
Barr
Bentz
Bergman
Bice (OK)
Biggs
Bilirakis
Bishop (NC)
Boebert
Bost
Brooks
Buchanan
Buck
Bucshon
Budd
Burchett
Burgess
Calvert
Cammack
Carl
Carter (GA)
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Higgins (NY)
Himes
Horsford
Houlahan
Hoyer
Huffman
Jackson Lee
Jacobs (CA)
Jayapal
Jeffries
Johnson (GA)
Johnson (TX)
Jones
Kahele
Kaptur
Keating
Kelly (IL)
Khanna
Kildee
Kilmer
Kim (NJ)
Kind
Kirkpatrick
Krishnamoorthi
Kuster
Lamb
Langevin
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Lawrence
Lawson (FL)
Lee (NV)
Leger Fernandez
Levin (CA)
Levin (MI)
Lieu
Lofgren
Lowenthal
Luria
Lynch
Malinowski
Maloney,
Carolyn B.
Maloney, Sean
Manning
Matsui
McBath
McCollum
McEachin
McGovern
McNerney
Meeks
Meng
Mfume
Moore (WI)
Morelle
Moulton
Mrvan
Nadler
Napolitano
Neal
Neguse
Newman
Norcross
O’Halleran
Ocasio-Cortez
Omar
Pallone
Panetta

NAYS—200

Carter (TX)
Cawthorn
Chabot
Cheney
Cline

Cloud

Clyde

Cole

Comer
Crawford
Crenshaw
Curtis
Davidson
DesJarlais
Diaz-Balart
Donalds
Duncan
Dunn
Emmer
Estes
Fallon
Feenstra
Ferguson
Fischbach
Fitzgerald
Fitzpatrick
Fleischmann
Fortenberry

Pappas
Pascrell
Payne
Perlmutter
Peters
Phillips
Pingree
Pocan
Porter
Pressley
Price (NC)
Quigley
Raskin
Rice (NY)
Ross
Roybal-Allard
Ruiz
Ruppersberger
Rush
Ryan
Sanchez
Sarbanes
Scanlon
Schakowsky
Schiff
Schneider
Schrader
Schrier
Scott (VA)
Scott, David
Sewell
Sherman
Sherrill
Sires
Slotkin
Smith (WA)
Soto
Spanberger
Stanton
Stevens
Strickland
Suozzi
Swalwell
Takano
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Titus
Tlaib
Tonko
Torres (CA)
Torres (NY)
Trahan
Trone
Underwood
Vargas
Veasey
Velazquez
Wasserman
Schultz
Waters
Watson Coleman
Welch
Wexton
Wwild
Williams (GA)
Wilson (FL)
Yarmuth

Foxx
Franklin, C.

Scott
Fulcher
Gallagher
Garbarino
Garcia (CA)
Gibbs
Gimenez
Gohmert
Gonzales, Tony
Gongzalez (OH)
Good (VA)
Gooden (TX)
Gosar
Granger
Graves (LA)
Green (TN)
Greene (GA)
Griffith
Grothman
Guest
Guthrie
Hagedorn
Harris
Harshbarger
Hartzler
Hern
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Herrell McCarthy Rutherford
Herrera Beutler ~ McCaul Salazar
Hice (GA) McClain Scalise
Higgins (LA) McClintock Schweikert
Hill McHenry Scott, Austin
Hinson McKinley Sessions
Hollingsworth Meijer Smith (MO)
Hudson Meuser Smith (NE)
Huizenga Miller (IL) Smith (NJ)
Issa Miller (WV) Smucker
Jackson Miller-Meeks Spartz
Jacobs (NY) Moolenaar Stauber
Johnson (LA) Mooney Steel
Johnson (OH) Moore (AL) Stefanik
Johnson (SD) Moore (UT) Steil
Jordan Mullin Steube
Joyce (OH) Murphy (NC) Stewart
Joyce (PA) Nehls Stivers
Katko Newhouse Taylor
Keller Norman Tenney
Kelly (MS) Nunes Thompson (PA)
Kelly (PA) Obernolte Tiffany
Kim (CA) Owens Timmons
Kinzinger Palazzo Turner
Kustoff Palmer Upton
LaHood Pence Valadao
LaMalfa Perry Van Drew
Latta Pfluger Van Duyne
LaTurner Posey Wagner
Lesko Reed Walberg
Long Reschenthaler Walorski
Loudermilk Rice (SC) Weber (TX)
Lucas Rodgers (WA) Webster (FL)
Luetkemeyer Rogers (AL) Wenstrup
Mace Rogers (KY) Westerman
Malliotakis Rose Williams (TX)
Mann Rosendale Wittman
Massie Rouzer Womack
Mast Roy Zeldin

NOT VOTING—17
Armstrong Golden Speier
Balderson Graves (MO) Vela
Brady Lamborn Waltz
Brown Lee (CA) Wilson (SC)
Davis, Rodney Murphy (FL) Young
Gaetz Simpson

0O 1916

Mr. LONG changed his vote from
“‘yvea’ to ‘‘nay.”

Ms. OCASIO-CORTEZ changed her
vote from ‘“‘nay’ to ‘‘yea.”’

So the previous question was ordered.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

Stated for:

Ms. LEE of California. Mr. Speaker, on roll-
call vote 78, | was not present because | was
unavoidably detained. Had | been present, |
would have voted “Yes” on ordering the pre-
vious question on H. Res. 233.

MEMBERS RECORDED PURSUANT TO HOUSE
RESOLUTION 8, 117TH CONGRESS

Allred (Davids
(K8))
Axne (Stevens)
Baird (Walorski)
Barragan (Beyer)
Bera (Aguilar)
Bishop (GA)
(Butterfield)
Blumenauer
(Beyer)
Buchanan
(Gimenez)
Bush (Clark
(MA))
Cardenas
(Gomez)
Castro (TX)
(Garcia (TX))
Cleaver (Davids
(K8))

Craig
(McCollum)
DeFazio (Davids

(K8))
DeSaulnier
(Matsui)
DesJarlais
(Fleischmann)
Garamendi
(Sherman)

Garbarino (Joyce
(OH))

Gonzalez (OH)
(Joyce (OH))

Gottheimer
(Suozzi)

Grijalva (Garcia
(L))

Hastings
(Wasserman
Schultz)

Higgins (NY)
(Kildee)

Johnson (TX)
(Jeffries)

Kahele (Mrvan)

Kim (NJ) (Davids
(K$))

Kind (Connolly)

Kinzinger
(Herrera-
Beutler)

Kirkpatrick
(Stanton)

Kuster (Clark
(MA))

Langevin
(Lynch)

Lawson (FL)
(Demings)

Lieu (Beyer)
Lowenthal
(Beyer)
McEachin
(Wexton)
Meng (Clark
(MA))
Moore (WI)
(Beyer)
Moulton
(Underwood)
Napolitano
(Correa)
Payne
(Wasserman
Schultz)
Perlmutter
(Courtney)
Peters (Kildee)
Pingree
(Cicilline)
Porter (Wexton)
Roybal-Allard
(Aguilar)
Rush
(Underwood)
Schneider (Crow)

Sires (Pallone)
Slotkin
(Stevens)

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
question is on agreeing to the resolu-

tion.

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that

Timmons
(Steube)

Watson Coleman
(Pallone)

Wilson (FL)
(Hayes)

the ayes appeared to have it.

Mrs.

FISCHBACH. Mr. Speaker, on

that I demand the yeas and nays.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to section 3(s) of House Resolution

8, the yeas and nays are ordered.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 216, nays

204, not voting 9, as follows:

Adams
Aguilar
Allred
Auchincloss
Axne
Barragan
Bass
Beatty
Bera
Beyer
Bishop (GA)
Blumenauer
Blunt Rochester
Bonamici
Bourdeaux
Bowman
Boyle, Brendan
F.
Brown
Brownley
Bush
Bustos
Butterfield
Carbajal
Cardenas
Carson
Cartwright
Case
Casten
Castor (FL)
Castro (TX)
Chu
Cicilline
Clark (MA)
Clarke (NY)
Cleaver
Clyburn
Cohen
Connolly
Cooper
Correa
Costa
Courtney
Craig
Crist
Crow
Cuellar
Davids (KS)
Davis, Danny K.
Dean
DeFazio
DeGette
DeLauro
DelBene
Delgado
Demings
DeSaulnier
Deutch
Dingell
Doggett
Doyle, Michael
F.
Escobar
Eshoo
Espaillat
Evans
Fletcher
Foster
Frankel, Lois
Gallego
Garamendi
Garcila (IL)
Garcia (TX)
Gomez

[Roll No. 79]
YEAS—216

Gonzalez,
Vicente
Gottheimer
Green, Al (TX)
Grijalva
Harder (CA)
Hastings
Hayes
Higgins (NY)
Himes
Horsford
Houlahan
Hoyer
Huffman
Jackson Lee
Jacobs (CA)
Jayapal
Jeffries
Johnson (GA)
Johnson (TX)
Jones
Kahele
Kaptur
Keating
Kelly (IL)
Khanna
Kildee
Kilmer
Kim (NJ)
Kind
Kirkpatrick
Krishnamoorthi
Kuster
Lamb
Langevin
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Lawrence
Lawson (FL)
Lee (CA)
Lee (NV)
Leger Fernandez
Levin (CA)
Levin (MI)
Lieu
Lofgren
Lowenthal
Luria
Lynch
Malinowski
Maloney,
Carolyn B.
Maloney, Sean
Manning
Matsui
McBath
McCollum
McEachin
McGovern
McNerney
Meeks
Meng
Mfume
Moore (WI)
Morelle
Moulton
Mrvan
Nadler
Napolitano
Neal
Neguse
Newman
Norcross
O’Halleran

Ocasio-Cortez
Omar
Pallone
Panetta
Pappas
Pascrell
Payne
Perlmutter
Peters
Phillips
Pingree
Pocan
Porter
Pressley
Price (NC)
Quigley
Raskin
Rice (NY)
Ross
Roybal-Allard
Ruiz
Ruppersberger
Rush
Ryan
Sanchez
Sarbanes
Scanlon
Schakowsky
Schiff
Schneider
Schrader
Schrier
Scott (VA)
Scott, David
Sewell
Sherman
Sherrill
Sires
Slotkin
Smith (WA)
Soto
Spanberger
Speier
Stanton
Stevens
Strickland
Suozzi
Swalwell
Takano
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Titus
Tlaib
Tonko
Torres (CA)
Torres (NY)
Trahan
Trone
Underwood
Vargas
Veasey
Vela
Velazquez
Wasserman
Schultz
Waters
Watson Coleman
Welch
Wexton
Wwild
Williams (GA)
Wilson (FL)
Yarmuth

The
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NAYS—204

Aderholt Gongzalez (OH) Moolenaar
Allen Good (VA) Mooney
Amodei Gooden (TX) Moore (AL)
Arrington Gosar Moore (UT)
Babin Granger Mullin
Bafzun Graves (LA) Murphy (NC)
Baird Graves (MO) Nehls
Banks Green (TN) Newhouse
gan; gr?g}teh((}m Norman

entz riffi
Bergman Grothman gggfx?olte
Bice (OK) Guest Owens
Biggs Guthrie Palazzo
Bilirakis Hagedorn

X . Palmer
Bishop (NC) Harris Pence
Boebert Harshbarger Perr
Bost Hartzler ¥
Brooks Hern Pfluger
Buchanan Herrell Posey
Buck Herrera Beutler ~ 5eed
Bucshon Hice (GA) Reschenthaler
Budd Higgins (LA) Rice (SC)
Burchett Hill Rodgers (WA)
Burgess Hinson Rogers (AL)
Calvert Hollingsworth Rogers (KY)
Cammack Hudson Rose
Carl Huizenga Rosendale
Carter (GA) Issa Rouzer
Carter (TX) Jackson Roy
Cawthorn Jacobs (NY) Rutherford
Chabot Johnson (LA) Salazar
Cheney Johnson (OH) Scalise
Cline Johnson (SD) Schweikert
Cloud Jordan Scott, Austin
Clyde Joyce (OH) Sessions
Cole Joyce (PA) Smith (MO)
Comer Katko Smith (NE)
Crawford Keller Smith (NJ)
Crenshaw Kelly (MS) Smucker
Curtis Kelly (PA) Spartz
Davidson Kim (CA) Stauber
Davis, Rodney Kinzinger Steel
DesJarlais Kustoff Stefanik
Diaz-Balart LaHood Steil
Donalds LaMalfa Steube
Duncan Lamborn Stewart
Dunn Latta Stivers
Emmer LaTurner Tayl

ylor

Estes Lesko Tenney
Fallon Long Thompson (PA)
Feenstra Loudermilk Tiffany
Ferguson Lucas Timmons
Fischbach Luetkemeyer N
Fitzgerald Mace Turner
Fitzpatrick Malliotakis Upton
Fleischmann Mann Valadao
Fortenberry Massie Van Drew
Foxx Mast Van Duyne
Franklin, C. McCarthy Wagner

Scott McCaul Walberg
Fulcher McClain Walorski
Gallagher McClintock Weber (TX)
Garbarino McHenry Webster (FL)
Garcia (CA) McKinley Wenstrup
Gibbs Meijer Westerman
Gimenez Meuser Williams (TX)
Gohmert Miller (IL) Wittman
Golden Miller (WV) Womack
Gonzales, Tony Miller-Meeks Zeldin

NOT VOTING—9

Armstrong Gaetz Waltz
Balderson Murphy (FL) Wilson (SC)
Brady Simpson Young
O 2003
Ms. MACE and Mr. VAN DREW

changed their vote from
unay.n

So the resolution was agreed to.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

MEMBERS RECORDED PURSUANT TO HOUSE

RESOLUTION 8, 117TH CONGRESS

::yeaaa to

Allred (Davids Blumenauer Castro (TX)
(KS)) (Beyer) (Garcia (TX))

Axne (Stevens) Buchanan Cleaver (Davids

Baird (Walorski) (Gimenez) (KS))

Barragan (Beyer) Bush (Clark Craig

Bera (Aguilar) (MA)) (McCollum)

Bishop (GA) Cardenas DeFazio (Davids
(Butterfield) (Gomez) (KS))
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DeSaulnier Kinzinger Napolitano
(Matsui) (Herrera- (Correa)
DesdJarlais Beutler) Payne
(Fleischmann)  Kirkpatrick (Wasserman
Garamendi (Stanton) Schultz)
(Sherman) Kuster (Clark Perlmutter
Garbarino (Joyce (MA)) (Courtney)
(OH)) Lamborn Peters (Kildee)
Gtzgzalez (((())II{{))) (Walberg) Pl(ngrefr )
yce : icilline
Gottheimer Lagrlljgevm Porter (Wexton)
. ynch)
(Suozzi) L Roybal-Allard
. . awson (FL) A
Grijalva (Garcla . (Aguilar)
(IL)) (Demings) Rush
Hastings Lieu (Beyer) (Underwood)
(Wasserman Lowenthal Schneider (Crow)
Schultz) (Beyer) Sires (Pallone)
Higgins McEachin Slotkin
(NY) (Kildee) (Wexton) (Stevens)
Johnson Meng (Clark Timmons
(TX) (Jeffries) (MA)) (Steube)
Kahele (Mrvan) Moore (WI) Watson Coleman
Kim (NJ) (Davids (Beyer) (Pallone)
(KS)) Moulton Wilson (FL)
Kind (Connolly) (Underwood) (Hayes)
—————

PPP EXTENSION ACT OF 2021

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, the unfin-
ished business is the vote on the mo-
tion to suspend the rules and pass the
bill (H.R. 1799) to amend the Small
Business Act and the CARES Act to ex-
tend the covered period for the pay-
check protection program, and for
other purposes, as amended, on which
the yeas and nays were ordered.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentlewoman from New York (Ms.
VELAZQUEZ) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, as amended.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 415, nays 3,
not voting 11, as follows:

[Roll No. 80]

YEAS—415

Adams Burchett Cuellar
Aderholt Burgess Curtis
Aguilar Bush Davids (KS)
Allen Bustos Davidson
Allred Butterfield Dayvis, Danny K.
Amodei Calvert Dayvis, Rodney
Arrington Cammack Dean
Auchincloss Carbajal DeFazio
Axne Cardenas DeGette
Babin Carl DeLauro
Bacon Carson DelBene
Baird Carter (GA) Delgado
Banks Carter (TX) Demings
Barr Cartwright DeSaulnier
Barragan Case DesJarlais
Bass Casten Deutch
Beatty Castor (FL) Diaz-Balart
Bentz Castro (TX) Dingell
Bera Cawthorn Doggett
Bergman Chabot Donalds
Beyer Cheney Doyle, Michael
Bice (OK) Chu F.
Biggs Cicilline Duncan
Bilirakis Clark (MA) Dunn
Bishop (GA) Cleaver Emmer
Bishop (NC) Cline Escobar
Blumenauer Cloud Eshoo
Blunt Rochester  Clyburn Espaillat
Boebert Clyde Estes
Bonamici Cohen Evans
Bost Cole Fallon
Bourdeaux Comer Feenstra
Bowman Connolly Ferguson
Boyle, Brendan Cooper Fischbach

F. Correa Fitzgerald
Brooks Costa Fitzpatrick
Brown Courtney Fleischmann
Brownley Craig Fletcher
Buchanan Crawford Fortenberry
Buck Crenshaw Foster
Bucshon Crist Foxx
Budd Crow Frankel, Lois

Franklin, C.
Scott
Fulcher
Gallagher
Gallego
Garamendi
Garbarino
Garcia (CA)
Garcla (IL)
Garcia (TX)
Gibbs
Gimenez
Gohmert
Golden
Gomez
Gonzales, Tony
Gonzalez (OH)
Gonzalez,
Vicente
Good (VA)
Gooden (TX)
Gosar
Gottheimer
Granger
Graves (LA)
Graves (MO)
Green (TN)
Green, Al (TX)
Griffith
Grijalva
Grothman
Guest
Guthrie
Hagedorn
Harder (CA)
Harris
Harshbarger
Hartzler
Hastings
Hayes
Hern
Herrell
Herrera Beutler
Hice (GA)
Higgins (LA)
Higgins (NY)
Hill
Himes
Hinson
Hollingsworth
Horsford
Houlahan
Hoyer
Hudson
Huffman
Huizenga
Issa
Jackson
Jackson Lee
Jacobs (CA)
Jacobs (NY)
Jayapal
Jeffries
Johnson (GA)
Johnson (LA)
Johnson (OH)
Johnson (SD)
Johnson (TX)
Jones
Jordan
Joyce (OH)
Joyce (PA)
Kahele
Kaptur
Katko
Keating
Keller
Kelly (IL)
Kelly (MS)
Kelly (PA)
Khanna
Kildee
Kilmer
Kim (CA)
Kim (NJ)
Kind
Kinzinger
Kirkpatrick
Krishnamoorthi
Kuster
Kustoff
LaHood
LaMalfa
Lamb
Lamborn
Langevin
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Latta

LaTurner
Lawrence
Lawson (FL)
Lee (CA)
Lee (NV)
Leger Fernandez
Lesko
Levin (CA)
Levin (MI)
Lieu
Lofgren
Long
Loudermilk
Lowenthal
Lucas
Luetkemeyer
Luria
Lynch
Mace
Malinowski
Malliotakis
Maloney,
Carolyn B.
Maloney, Sean
Mann
Manning
Mast
Matsui
McBath
McCarthy
McCaul
McClain
McCollum
McEachin
McGovern
McKinley
McNerney
Meeks
Meijer
Meng
Meuser
Mfume
Miller (IL)
Miller (WV)
Miller-Meeks
Moolenaar
Mooney
Moore (AL)
Moore (UT)
Moore (WI)
Morelle
Moulton
Mrvan
Mullin
Murphy (NC)
Nadler
Napolitano
Neal
Neguse
Nehls
Newhouse
Newman
Norcross
Norman
Nunes
O’Halleran
Obernolte
Ocasio-Cortez
Omar
Owens
Palazzo
Pallone
Palmer
Panetta
Pappas
Pascrell
Payne
Pence
Perlmutter
Perry
Peters
Pfluger
Phillips
Pingree
Pocan
Porter
Posey
Pressley
Price (NC)
Quigley
Raskin
Reed
Reschenthaler
Rice (NY)
Rice (SC)
Rodgers (WA)
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rose

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

Rosendale
Ross
Rouzer
Roy
Roybal-Allard
Ruiz
Ruppersberger
Rush
Rutherford
Ryan
Salazar
Sanchez
Sarbanes
Scalise
Scanlon
Schakowsky
Schiff
Schneider
Schrader
Schrier
Schweikert
Scott (VA)
Scott, Austin
Scott, David
Sessions
Sewell
Sherman
Sherrill
Sires
Slotkin
Smith (MO)
Smith (NE)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (WA)
Smucker
Soto
Spanberger
Spartz
Speier
Stanton
Stauber
Steel
Stefanik
Steil
Steube
Stevens
Stewart
Stivers
Strickland
Suozzi
Swalwell
Takano
Taylor
Tenney
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Thompson (PA)
Tiffany
Timmons
Titus
Tlaib
Tonko
Torres (CA)
Torres (NY)
Trahan
Trone
Turner
Underwood
Upton
Valadao
Van Drew
Van Duyne
Vargas
Veasey
Vela
Velazquez
Wagner
Walberg
Walorski
Wasserman
Schultz
Waters
Watson Coleman
Weber (TX)
Webster (FL)
Welch
Wenstrup
Westerman
Wexton
Wild
Williams (GA)
Williams (TX)
Wilson (FL)
Wittman
Womack
Yarmuth
Zeldin
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NAYS—3
Greene (GA) Massie McClintock
NOT VOTING—11
Armstrong Gaetz Waltz
Balderson McHenry Wilson (SC)
Brady Murphy (FL) Young
Clarke (NY) Simpson
0O 2051

Messrs. STEWART and WEBSTER of
Florida changed their vote from ‘‘nay”’
to ‘“‘yea.”

So (two-thirds being in the affirma-
tive) the rules were suspended and the
bill, as amended, was passed.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

Stated for:

Ms. CLARKE of New York. Mr. Speaker,
due to last-minute congressional business, |
was unable to vote on this measure.

Had | been present, | would have voted:
“yea” on rollcall No. 80 (PPP Extension Act of
2021).

MEMBERS RECORDED PURSUANT TO HOUSE
RESOLUTION 8, 117TH CONGRESS

Allred (Davids Gonzalez (OH) McEachin
(KS)) (Joyce (OH)) (Wexton)
Axne (Stevens) Gottheimer Meng (Clark
Baird (Walorski) (Suozzi) (MA))
Barragan (Beyer) Grijalva (Garcla  Moore (WI)
Bera (Aguilar) (IL)) (Beyer)
Bishop (GA) Hastings Moulton
(Butterfield) (Wasserman (Underwood)
Blumenauer Schultz) Napolitano
(Beyer) Higgins (NY) (Correa)
Buchanan (Kildee) Payne
(Gimenez) Johnson (TX) (Wasserman
Bush (Clark (Jeffries) Schultz)
(MA)) Kahele (Mrvan) Perlmutter
Cardenas Kim (NJ) (Davids (Courtney)
(KS)) Peters (Kildee)
(Gomez) Kind (Connolly) Pingree
Castro (TX) Kinzinger (Cicilline)
(Garcia (TX)) (Herrera- Porter (Wexton)
Cleaver (Davids Beutler) Roybal-Allard
(KS)) Kirkpatrick (Aguilar)
Craig (Stanton) Rush
(McCollum) Kuster (Clark (Underwood)
Delazio (Davids (MA)) Schneider (Crow)
(K8)) Lamborn Sires (Pallone)
DeSaulnier (Walberg) Slotkin
(Matsui) Langevin (Stevens)
DesJarlais (Liynch) Timmons
(Fleischmann)  Lawson (FL) (Steube)
Garamendi (Demings) Watson Coleman
(Sherman) Lieu (Beyer) (Pallone)
Garbarino (Joyce Lowenthal Wilson (FL)
(OH)) (Beyer) (Hayes)
———

STRONGER CHILD ABUSE PREVEN-
TION AND TREATMENT ACT

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, the unfin-
ished business is the vote on the mo-
tion to suspend the rules and pass the
bill (H.R. 485) to reauthorize the Child
Abuse Prevention and Treatment Act,
and for other purposes, on which the
yeas and nays were ordered.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Virginia (Mr.
ScoTT) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 345, nays 73,
not voting 11, as follows:
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Adams
Aguilar
Allen
Allred
Amodei
Auchincloss
Axne
Bacon
Baird
Banks
Barr
Barragan
Bass
Beatty
Bentz
Bera
Bergman
Beyer
Bice (OK)
Bilirakis
Bishop (GA)
Blumenauer
Blunt Rochester
Bonamici
Bost
Bourdeaux
Bowman
Boyle, Brendan
F.
Brown
Brownley
Buchanan
Bucshon
Bush
Bustos
Butterfield
Calvert
Carbajal
Cardenas
Carson
Carter (GA)
Cartwright
Case
Casten
Castor (FL)
Castro (TX)
Cawthorn
Chabot
Cheney
Chu
Cicilline
Clark (MA)
Clarke (NY)
Cleaver
Clyburn
Cohen
Cole
Comer
Connolly
Cooper
Correa
Costa
Courtney
Craig
Crenshaw
Crist
Crow
Cuellar
Curtis
Davids (KS)
Davis, Danny K.
Davis, Rodney
Dean
DeFazio
DeGette
DeLauro
DelBene
Delgado
Demings
DeSaulnier
DesJarlais
Deutch
Diaz-Balart
Dingell
Doggett
Doyle, Michael
F.
Emmer
Escobar
Eshoo
Espaillat
Evans
Feenstra
Ferguson
Fischbach
Fitzpatrick

[Roll No. 81]
YEAS—345

Fleischmann
Fletcher
Fortenberry
Foster
Foxx
Frankel, Lois
Franklin, C.
Scott
Gallagher
Gallego
Garamendi
Garbarino
Garcia (CA)
Garcia (IL)
Garcia (TX)
Gibbs
Gimenez
Golden
Gomez
Gonzales, Tony
Gonzalez (OH)
Gonzalez,
Vicente
Gottheimer
Graves (LA)
Graves (MO)
Green, Al (TX)
Grijalva
Guthrie
Hagedorn
Harder (CA)
Harshbarger
Hartzler
Hastings
Hayes
Herrera Beutler
Higgins (NY)
Hill
Himes
Hinson
Hollingsworth
Horsford
Houlahan
Hoyer
Hudson
Huffman
Huizenga
Issa
Jackson Lee
Jacobs (CA)
Jacobs (NY)
Jayapal
Jeffries
Johnson (GA)
Johnson (LA)
Johnson (OH)
Johnson (SD)
Johnson (TX)
Jones
Joyce (OH)
Joyce (PA)
Kahele
Kaptur
Katko
Keating
Keller
Kelly (IL)
Kelly (PA)
Khanna
Kildee
Kilmer
Kim (CA)
Kim (NJ)
Kind
Kinzinger
Kirkpatrick
Krishnamoorthi
Kuster
Kustoff
Lamb
Lamborn
Langevin
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Latta
Lawrence
Lawson (FL)
Lee (CA)
Lee (NV)
Leger Fernandez
Levin (CA)
Levin (MI)
Lieu
Lofgren
Long
Lowenthal
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Lucas
Luetkemeyer
Luria
Lynch
Mace
Malinowski
Malliotakis
Maloney,
Carolyn B.
Maloney, Sean
Manning
Matsui
McBath
McCarthy
McCaul
McClain
McCollum
McEachin
McGovern
McKinley
McNerney
Meeks
Meijer
Meng
Meuser
Mfume
Miller (WV)
Miller-Meeks
Moolenaar
Moore (UT)
Moore (WI)
Morelle
Moulton
Mrvan
Murphy (NC)
Nadler
Napolitano
Neal
Neguse
Nehls
Newhouse
Newman
Norcross
Nunes
O’Halleran
Obernolte
Ocasio-Cortez
Omar
Owens
Pallone
Palmer
Panetta
Pappas
Pascrell
Payne
Pence
Perlmutter
Peters
Phillips
Pingree
Pocan
Porter
Posey
Pressley
Price (NC)
Quigley
Raskin
Reed
Reschenthaler
Rice (NY)
Rice (SC)
Rodgers (WA)
Rogers (KY)
Ross
Roybal-Allard
Ruiz
Ruppersberger
Rush
Ryan
Salazar
Sanchez
Sarbanes
Scalise
Scanlon
Schakowsky
Schiff
Schneider
Schrader
Schrier
Schweikert
Scott (VA)
Scott, David
Sewell
Sherman
Sherrill
Sires

Slotkin Taylor Vela
Smith (NE) Tenney Velazquez
Smith (NJ) Thompson (CA) Walberg
Smith (WA) Thompson (MS) Walorski
Smucker Thompson (PA) Wasserman
Soto Timmons Schultz
Spanberger Titus Waters
Spartz Tlaib Watson Coleman
Speier Tonko Webster (FL)
Stanton Torres (CA) Welch
Stauber Torres (NY) Wenstrup
Steel Trahan Westerman
Stefanik Trone Wexton
Steil Turner Wwild
Stevens Underwood Williams (GA)
Stewart Upton Williams (TX)
Stivers Valadao Wilson (FL)
Strickland Van Drew Wittman
Suozzi Van Duyne Womack
Swalwell Vargas Yarmuth
Takano Veasey Zeldin
NAYS—T73
Aderholt Fulcher Massie
Arrington Gohmert Mast
Babin Good (VA) McClintock
Biggs Gooden (TX) Miller (IL)
Bishop (NC) Gosar Mooney
Boebert Granger Moore (AL)
Brooks Green (TN) Mullin
Buck Greene (GA)
Budd Griffith ng .
Burchett Grothman
Burgess Guest Perry
Cammack Harris Pfluger
Carl Hern Rogers (AL)
Carter (TX) Herrell Rose
Cline Hice (GA) Rosendale
Cloud Higgins (LA) Rouzer
Clyde Jackson Roy
Crawford Jordan Rutherford
Davidson Kelly (MS) Scott, Austin
Donalds LaHood Sessions
Duncan LaMalfa Smith (MO)
Dunn LaTurner Steube
Estes Lesko Tiffany
Fallon Loudermilk Weber (TX)
Fitzgerald Mann
NOT VOTING—11
Armstrong McHenry Waltz
Balderson Murphy (FL) Wilson (SC)
Brady Simpson Young
Gaetz Wagner
] 2138

Mr. KELLY of Mississippi changed
his vote from ‘‘yea’ to ‘‘nay.”

Messrs. CAWTHORN, PALMER, and
CARTER of Georgia changed their vote
from ‘“‘nay’’ to ‘‘yea.”

So (two-thirds being in the affirma-
tive) the rules were suspended and the
bill was passed.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

MEMBERS RECORDED PURSUANT TO HOUSE
RESOLUTION 8, 117TH CONGRESS

Allred (Davids DeSaulnier Kind (Connolly)
(KS)) (Matsui) Kinzinger
Axne (Stevens) DesJarlais (Herrera-
Baird (Walorski) (Fleischmann) Beutler)
Barragan (Beyer) Garamendi Kirkpatrick
Bera (Aguilar) (Sherman) (Stanton)
Bishop (GA) Garbarino (Joyce gygster (Clark
(Butterfield) (OH)) (MA))
Blumenauer Gonzalez (OH)
(Beyer) (Joyce (OH)) LSE@Z%S@)
Buchanan Gottheimer Langevin
(Gimenez) (Suozzi) (Lynch)
Bush (Clark Grijalva (Garcia v
(MA)) (IL)) Lawson' (FL)
Cardenas Hastings -(Demmgs)
(Gomez) (Wasserman Lieu (Beyer)
Castro (TX) Schultz) Lowenthal
(Garcia (TX))  Higgins (NY) (Beyer)
Cleaver (Davids (Kildee) McEachin
(KS)) Johnson (TX) (Wexton)
Craig (Jeffries) Meng (Clark
(McCollum) Kahele (Mrvan) (MA))
DeFazio (Davids Kim (NJ) (Davids Moore (WI)
(KS)) (X8)) (Beyer)
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Moulton Peters (Kildee) Sires (Pallone)
(Underwood) Pingree Slotkin

Napolitano (Cicilline) (Stevens)
(Correa) Porter (Wexton) Timmons

Payne Roybal-Allard (Steube)
(Wasserman (Aguilar) Watson Coleman
Schultz) Rush (Pallone)

Perlmutter (Underwood) Wilson (FL)
(Courtney) Schneider (Crow) (Hayes)

——
REQUIRING AN AFFIRMATIVE

VOTE OF A MAJORITY OF THE
MEMBERS PRESENT AND VOT-
ING, A QUORUM BEING PRESENT,
ON FINAL PASSAGE OF HOUSE
JOINT RESOLUTION 17

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to section 9 of House Resolution
233, House Resolution 232 is hereby
adopted.

The text of the resolution is as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 232

Resolved, That an affirmative vote of a ma-
jority of the Members present and voting, a
quorum being present, shall be required on
final passage of House Joint Resolution 17.

———

BLACK LIVES MATTER IS
FIGHTING FOR SOCIAL JUSTICE

(Ms. JACKSON LEE asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute.)

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Madam Speaker,
I rise today to pose a question to my
good friend, the Senator from Wis-
consin.

It amazes me that in the conspicuous
and confirmed insurrection of January
6, when there were persons who were
literally attacking and beating law en-
forcement officers in plain view; seek-
ing to kill the Vice President, the
Speaker, and Members of Congress; and
throwing off racial epithets, that Sen-
ator from Wisconsin seemed to be con-
fused.

He was not afraid of the insurrection-
ists, who were beating police officers,
but he would be afraid of young people
of Black Lives Matter, who were fight-
ing for social justice, and allegedly
those who were Antifa, which is really
an ideology.

It strikes me quite amazing that this
individual would not understand that
that is racist. That is racism.

I would hope that if a Senator takes
an oath to serve the people of the
United States of America and his own
State that is very diverse that he
would correct that kind of behavior
and that he would, in fact, not be
someone who would offer to say that
Black Lives Matter is worthy of being
frightened of.

No, they are not. They are fighting
for social justice. They are fighting for
what is right. I think the gentleman
needs to get corrected in what he is
thinking.

———

RECOGNIZING VINCENT SPERANZA,
101ST AIRBORNE DIVISION PARA-
TROOPER
(Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois

asked and was given permission to ad-

dress the House for 1 minute and to re-
vise and extend his remarks.)



H1408

Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois.
Madam Speaker, I rise today to recog-
nize Mr. Vincent Speranza, a 101st Air-
borne Division paratrooper, a Battle of
the Bulge legend, and now a frequent
flyer out of the Abraham Lincoln Cap-
ital Airport in Springfield, Illinois.

Mr. Speranza is 95 years old and usu-
ally flies out of Abraham Lincoln on
his way to travel the world or to jump
out of airplanes like last year with the
U.S. Army’s Golden Knights.

Just a few weeks ago, I had the honor
of being on the same flight as he was.
TSA Officers Martin Derhake and
Deanna Victor love Mr. Speranza and
know he will always have a new story
to brighten their day and lift their
spirits.

Mr. Speranza grew up in Staten Is-
land but now lives in Sherman, Illinois.
He became a paratrooper after basic
training and joined the 101st just prior
to the Battle of the Bulge, where his
actions have cemented his legacy to
this day. Mr. Speranza filled up his
Army helmet with beer from a tap in
Bastogne for his friend who was wound-
ed. Later, Airborne Beer was born be-
cause of Speranza’s efforts. Madam
Speaker, I urge you to look this story
up if you haven’t already.

I thank Mr. Speranza for his service
to our country, for the way his pres-
ence brightens everyone’s day, and for
helping his fellow troops find a beer
during the Battle of the Bulge.

Cheers to many more years,
friend.

my

———
0O 2145
SCHOOL TESTING

(Mr. AUCHINCLOSS asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute.)

Mr. AUCHINCLOSS. Madam Speaker,
the American Rescue Plan is going to
help get kids back to full, in-person
learning in Massachusetts’ Fourth Con-
gressional District. Since even before
taking office, opening the schools has
been my top district priority.

With the rescue plan, we are not only
boosting the production of vaccines
that protect teachers and staff, but we
are also providing money for HVAC up-
grades and for ongoing COVID surveil-
lance testing in the schools. This test-
ing catches outbreaks early and breaks
transmission chains. It provides con-
fidence and transparency as we reopen.

I am proud that scientists and opera-
tors in my district are developing these
cutting-edge, low-cost school testing
technologies, including at Ginkgo
Bioworks, CIC Health, and Project Bea-
con. Classrooms must open, and they
must be safe for students and teachers
alike. With vaccines and testing, they
will be.

———
REAUTHORIZATION OF VAWA

(Mr. FITZPATRICK asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)
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Mr. FITZPATRICK. Madam Speaker,
I rise today in strong support of the re-
authorization of the Violence Against
Women Act, my legislation, which will
be on this House floor tomorrow.

Madam Speaker, for years, VAWA
has been instrumental in safeguarding
women and children from abuse, an-
guish, and violence, and has resulted in
the saving of millions of lives.

Madam Speaker, in my own district
in Bucks County, Pennsylvania, A
Woman’s Place has served as a life-
saving resource for over 40 years; and
NOVA, the Network of Victim Assist-
ance, has helped over 3,600 victims—
neither of which would be able to do
their work without the help of VAWA
and the reauthorization.

Madam Speaker, in August of 2018, 7-
yvear-old Kayden Mancuso of Bucks
County was murdered by her father
after being awarded partial, unsuper-
vised custody, despite a documented
history of violence. She was a beautiful
young girl whose life was taken from
us.

Kayden’s Law is included in this bill
and takes steps to improve our re-
sponse to the failures of State courts
to protect children in custody pro-
ceedings.

Madam Speaker, VAWA is lifesaving
legislation, and I implore my col-
leagues and all of my friends who we
have built relationships with on both
sides of the aisle to join me tomorrow
in supporting this legislation.

REMEMBERING MICHAEL
SCARBROUGH

(Mr. CARTER of Georgia asked and
was given permission to address the
House for 1 minute and to revise and
extend his remarks.)

Mr. CARTER of Georgia. Madam
Speaker, I rise today to remember and
honor an important voice of Tybee Is-
land, Georgia. Michael, or Mike,
Scarbrough passed away on March 4.

He was born in Birmingham, Ala-
bama, but eventually moved to Nor-
cross, Georgia, where he became vice
president of Marathon Construction.

Mike later moved to Tybee Island in
1992, where he and his lovely wife, Iris,
became owners of Lazaretto Creek Ma-
rina. There, they created Captain
Mike’s Dolphin Tours.

Captain Mike’s Dolphin Tours was
voted the best adventure tour on Tybee
Island for 9 straight years, and it was
all thanks to Mike’s tireless contribu-
tions and engaging persona.

Mike was an active member of the
Tybee Island Republican Club, Tybee
Island American Legion, and the Alee
Temple Shriners.

I am thankful for his wonderful con-
tributions to Tybee Island for the last
few decades.

My thoughts and prayers go out to
his family, friends, and all who knew
him during this most difficult time.

———

PRESIDENT TRUMP

(Mr. LAMALFA asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
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minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. LAMALFA. President Trump is
owed yet another apology from fake
news outlets. The recent revelation
about the Washington Post and its re-
traction and other disinformation
sources going with a made-up narrative
from ‘‘sources’ in the Georgia election
scandal prove, once again, that no act
is out of bounds for the media, Demo-
crats, and others with Trump derange-
ment syndrome in their effort to dis-
credit President Trump. The Wash-
ington Post even went so far as to
criticize all conservative media for not
covering this story.

Two distorted accounts of phone calls
by President Trump got us two phony,
baseless impeachment proceedings by
this House. With no real review, wit-
ness testimony, or anything else re-
sembling due process in the bum-rush
to have round two of impeachment, the
blatant political usage of this process
is a stain on this institution and should
be an embarrassment to all who drove
it.

Apologies are owed not only to Presi-
dent Trump, but, more importantly, to
the citizens of the United States, who
lived through a year of being clamped
down, their jobs lost and damaged, sav-
ings used up, and a giant legacy of def-
icit and death that this institution
should be tackling.

Instead, many weeks and costs wast-
ed on two impeachments in two years
in the House. Shame on this institu-
tion for fulfilling this fake news.

HONORING THE SERVICE OF
JUDGE JEFF BURDETTE

(Mr. COMER asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. COMER. Madam Speaker, I rise
today to recognize my very good
friend, Judge Jeff Burdette, from Mt.
Vernon, Kentucky, in Rockcastle
County, upon his retirement as circuit
court judge after 30 years of distin-
guished service to the good people of
the Commonwealth of Kentucky.

Judge Burdette’s circuit court dis-
trict comprised Rockcastle, Lincoln,
and Pulaski Counties.

Judge Burdette was considered a con-
stitutional scholar who was respected
by everyone, not just on the bench and
in the legal community, but everyone
in the community in southern Ken-
tucky.

He was instrumental in launching
the 28th Circuit Adult Drug Court and
the rocket docket.

Judge Burdette has been someone I
have always looked up to, and I wish
him the very best in his retirement. I
thank him on behalf of the United
States House of Representatives for his
service to the good people of Kentucky.

———

ADJOURNMENT

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Ms. JA-
coBs of California). Pursuant to section
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11(b) of House Resolution 188, the
House stands adjourned until 10 a.m.
tomorrow.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

Thereupon (at 9 o’clock and 51 min-
utes p.m.), under its previous order, the

e —————
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House adjourned until tomorrow,
Wednesday, March 17, 2021, at 10 a.m.

BUDGETARY EFFECTS OF PAYGO LEGISLATION

Pursuant to the Statutory Pay-As-You-Go Act of 2010 (PAYGO), Mr. YARMUTH hereby submits, prior to the vote on
passage, for printing in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, that H.R. 1651, the COVID-19 Bankruptcy Relief Extension Act of 2021,
as amended, would have no significant effect on the deficit, and therefore, the budgetary effects of such bill are estimated

as zZero.

Pursuant to the Statutory Pay-As-You-Go Act of 2010 (PAYGO), Mr. YARMUTH hereby submits, prior to the vote on
passage, the attached estimate of the costs of H.R. 1652, the VOCA Fix to Sustain the Crime Victims Fund Act of 2021,
as amended, for printing in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD.

ESTIMATE OF PAY-AS-YOU-GO EFFECTS for H.R. 1652

By fiscal year, in millions of dollars—

2021- 2021
2021 2022 2023 2024 2025 2026 2027 2028 2029 2030 2031 2026 2031
Statutory Pay-As-You-Go Impact 0 38 243 513 763 950 1,025 1,000 1,000 1,000 1,000 2,505 7,530

Components may not sum to totals because of rounding.

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS,
ETC.

Under clause 2 of rule XIV, executive
communications were taken from the
Speaker’s table and referred as follows:

EC-597. A letter from the Congressional As-
sistant II, Board of Governors of the Federal
Reserve System, transmitting the Board’s
final Major rule — Net Stable Funding
Ratio: Liquidity Risk Measurement Stand-
ards and Disclosure Requirements [Regula-
tion WW; Docket No.: R-1537] (RIN: 7100-
AEb1) received March 16, 2021, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec.
261; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on Fi-
nancial Services.

EC-598. A letter from the Associate Direc-
tor, Regulatory Management Division, Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency, transmitting
the Agency’s final rule — Air Plan Approval;
Arkansas; Infrastructure for the 2015 Ozone
National Ambient Air Quality Standards
[EPA-R06-OAR-2019-0616; FRL-10018-28-Re-
gion 6] received February 25, 2021, pursuant
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121,
Sec. 2561; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on
Energy and Commerce.

EC-599. A letter from the Associate Direc-
tor, Regulatory Management Division, Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency, transmitting
the Agency’s final rule — Air Plan Approval;
Massachusetts; Infrastructure State Imple-
mentation Plan Requirements for the 2015
Ozone Standard [EPA-R01-OAR-2019-0659;
FRL-10018-99-Region 1] received February 25,
2021, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public
Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the
Committee on Energy and Commerce.

EC-600. A letter from the Associate Direc-
tor, Regulatory Management Division, Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency, transmitting
the Agency’s final rule — Air Plan Approval;
Pennsylvania; 1997 8-Hour Ozone National
Ambient Air Quality Standard Second Main-
tenance Plan for the Harrisburg-Lebanon-
Carlisle Area [EPA-R03-OAR-2020-0288; FRL-
10016-56-Region 3] received February 25, 2021,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law
104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce.

EC-601. A letter from the Associate Direc-
tor, Regulatory Management Division, Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency, transmitting
the Agency’s final rule — Air Plan Approval;
Pennsylvania; 1997 8-Hour Ozone National
Ambient Air Quality Standard (NAAQS) Sec-
ond Maintenance Plan for the Altoona (Blair
County) Area [EPA-R03-OAR-2020-0332; FRL-

B

10017-26-Region 3] received February 25, 2021,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law
104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce.

EC-602. A letter from the Associate Direc-
tor, Regulatory Management Division, Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency, transmitting
the Agency’s final rule — Air Plan Approval;
Virginia; Negative Declarations Certifi-
cation for the 2008 Ozone National Ambient
Air Quality Standard Including the 2016 Oil
and Natural Gas Control Techniques Guide-
lines [EPA-R03-OAR-2020-0283; FRI1-10016-88-
Region 3] received February 25, 2021, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-
121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee
on Energy and Commerce.

EC-603. A letter from the Associate Direc-
tor, Regulatory Management Division, Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency, transmitting
the Agency’s final rule — Air Plan Approval;
West Virginia; 1997 8-Hour Ozone National
Ambient Air Quality Standard Second Main-
tenance Plan for the West Virginia Portion
for the Charleston, West Virginia Area Com-
prising Kanawha and Putnam Counties
[EPA-R03-OAR-2020-0194; FRL-10017-11-Re-
gion 3] received February 25, 2021, pursuant
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121,
Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on
Energy and Commerce.

EC-604. A letter from the Associate Direc-
tor, Regulatory Management Division, Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency, transmitting
the Agency’s final rule — Air Plan Approval;
Wisconsin; VOC RACT Requirements for
Lithographic Printing Facilities [EPA-R05-
0AR-2019-0700; FRL-10018-39-Region 5] re-
ceived February 25, 2021, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Energy and
Commerce.

EC-605. A letter from the Acting Assistant
General Counsel, Regulatory Affairs Divi-
sion, Consumer Product Safety Commission,
transmitting the Department’s direct final
rule — Revisions to Safety Standard for In-
fant Swings [Docket No.: CPSC-2013-0025] re-
ceived February 25, 2021, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Energy and
Commerce.

EC-606. A letter from the Director, Equal
Employment Opportunity and Inclusion,
Farm Credit Administration, transmitting
the Administration’s 2020 No FEAR Act Re-
port, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 2301 note; Public
Law 107-174, 203(a) (as amended by Public
Law 109-435, Sec. 604(f)); (120 Stat. 3242); to
the Committee on Oversight and Reform.

EC-607. A letter from the Chairman and
Chief Executive Officer, Farm Credit Admin-
istration, transmitting the Administration’s
FY 2020 Federal Information Security Mod-
ernization Act Report; to the Committee on
Oversight and Reform.

EC-608. A letter from the Director, Equal
Employment Opportunity and Inclusion,
Farm Credit System Insurance Corporation,
transmitting the Corporation’s 2020 No Fear
Act Report, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 2301 note;
Public Law 107-174, 203(a) (as amended by
Public Law 109-435, Sec. 604(f)); (120 Stat.
3242); to the Committee on Oversight and Re-
form.

EC-609. A letter from the Chief, Branch of
Delisting and Foreign Species, Fish and
Wildlife Service, Department of the Interior,
transmitting the Department’s final rule —
Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and
Plants; Removing Bradshaw’s Lomatium
(Lomatium bradshawii) from the Federal
List of Endangered and Threatened Wildlife
[Docket No.: FWS-R1-ES-2019-0013;
FF09E22000 FXES11130000000 212] (RIN: 1018-
BD59) received March 15, 2021, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec.
251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on Nat-
ural Resources.

EC-610. A letter from the Director, Regula-
tions and Disclosure Law Division, U.S. Cus-
toms and Border Protection, Department of
Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Imposition of Import
Restrictions on Categories of Archaeological
and Ethnological Material from Morocco
(RIN: 1515-AE60) received February 25, 2021,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law
104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means.

EC-611. A letter from the Chair, Medicare
Payment Advisory Commission, transmit-
ting the Commission’s March 2021 Report to
Congress: Medicare Payment Policy, pursu-
ant to 42 U.S.C. 1395b-6(b)(1)(c); Aug. 14, 1935,
ch. 531, title XVIII, Sec. 1805(b)(1)(c) (as
amended by Public Law 111-148, Sec.
2801(b)(1)); (124 Stat. 332); jointly to the Com-
mittees on Energy and Commerce and Ways
and Means.

————

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of
committees were delivered to the Clerk
for printing and reference to the proper
calendar, as follows:



H1410

Mrs. TORRES of California: Committee on
Rules. House Resolution 233. Resolution pro-
viding for consideration of the bill (H.R. 1620)
to reauthorize the Violence Against Women
Act of 1994, and for other purposes; providing
for consideration of the bill (H.R. 6) to au-
thorize the cancellation of removal and ad-
justment of status of certain aliens, and for
other purposes; providing for consideration
of the bill (H.R. 1603) to amend the Immigra-
tion and Nationality Act to provide for
terms and conditions for nonimmigrant
workers performing agricultural labor or
services, and for other purposes; providing
for consideration of the bill (H.R. 1868) to
prevent across-the-board direct spending
cuts, and for other purposes; providing for
consideration of the joint resolution (H.J.
Res. 17) removing the deadline for the ratifi-
cation of the equal rights amendment; and
for other purposes (Rept. 117-12). Referred to
the House Calendar.

———

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 2 of rule XII, public
bills and resolutions of the following
titles were introduced and severally re-
ferred, as follows:

By Mr. GIMENEZ:

H.R. 1895. A bill to enhance the prepared-
ness of the Transportation Security Admin-
istration for public health threats to the
transportation security system of the United
States, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Homeland Security.

By Mr. KIM of New Jersey (for himself
and Mr. FITZPATRICK):

H.R. 1896. A bill to amend title I of the Pa-
tient Protection and Affordable Care Act to
provide for additional grants for States to
conduct activities related to establishing
American Health Benefit Exchanges; to the
Committee on Energy and Commerce.

By Mrs. MILLER-MEEKS (for herself,
Mr. KATKO, and Mr. NORMAN):

H.R. 1897. A bill to require a diagnostic test
for COVID-19 for an inadmissible alien re-
leased from the custody of the United States
Customs and Border Protection or the
United States Immigration and Customs En-
forcement, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. CARBAJAL (for himself and
Mr. LAMALFA):

H.R. 1898. A bill to amend the FAST Act to
authorize appropriations for the United
States Forest Service, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Transportation
and Infrastructure.

By Mr. GRIFFITH:

H.R. 1899. A bill to amend the Controlled
Substances Act to provide for the modifica-
tion, transfer, and termination of a registra-
tion to manufacture, distribute, or dispense
controlled substances or list I chemicals, and
for other purposes; to the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce, and in addition to the
Committees on the Judiciary, and the Budg-
et, for a period to be subsequently deter-
mined by the Speaker, in each case for con-
sideration of such provisions as fall within
the jurisdiction of the committee concerned.

By Mr. BERGMAN (for himself and Mr.
NEGUSE):

H.R. 1900. A bill to require the Secretary of
the Treasury to mint coins in commemora-
tion of the health care professionals, first re-
sponders, scientists, researchers, all essen-
tial workers, and individuals who provided
care and services during the coronavirus
pandemic; to the Committee on Financial
Services.

By Mr. BIGGS (for himself, Mr. JOR-
DAN, Mr. McCLINTOCK, Ms. HERRELL,
Mr. BUDD, Mr. DUNCAN, Mr. HICE of
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Georgia, Mr. GAETZ, Mr. ALLEN, Mr.
BABIN, Mr. Roy, Mr. CLOUD, Mrs. MIL-
LER of Illinois, Mr. ARRINGTON, Mr.
ROSENDALE, Mr. NORMAN, Mrs.
BOEBERT, Mr. PERRY, Mr. GOODEN of
Texas, Mr. GooD of Virginia, Mr. TIF-
FANY, Mr. STEUBE, and Mr. SMITH of
Nebraska):

H.R. 1901. A bill to close loopholes in the
immigration laws that serve as incentives to
aliens to attempt to enter the United States
unlawfully, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on the Judiciary, and in addition
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, for a
period to be subsequently determined by the
Speaker, in each case for consideration of
such provisions as fall within the jurisdic-
tion of the committee concerned.

By Mr. BISHOP of North Carolina (for
himself, Mr. IsSsA, Mr. BROOKS, Mr.
GAETZ, Mr. OWENS, Mr. NORMAN, Mr.
PERRY, Mr. WILSON of South Caro-
lina, Mr. MANN, Mr. BANKS, Mr. GOH-
MERT, Mr. MCCLINTOCK, and Mrs.
LESKO):

H.R. 1902. A bill to amend title 5, United
States Code, to eliminate the use of official
time by Federal employees; to the Com-
mittee on Oversight and Reform.

By Mr. BOST (for himself and Mr.
GOLDEN):

H.R. 1903. A bill to amend title II of the
Higher Education Act of 1965 with respect to
partnership grants for the establishment of
rural teaching residency programs, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on Edu-
cation and Labor.

By Mr. BOWMAN (for himself and Mr.
CLEAVER):

H.R. 1904. A bill to include broadband as a
utility that tenants residing in federally as-
sisted housing can have subsidized by the
Federal Government, and for other purposes;
to the Committee on Financial Services, and
in addition to the Committee on Ways and
Means, for a period to be subsequently deter-
mined by the Speaker, in each case for con-
sideration of such provisions as fall within
the jurisdiction of the committee concerned.

By Mr. BRENDAN F. BOYLE of Penn-
sylvania (for himself, Ms. DEAN, Mr.
FITZPATRICK, and Mr. HASTINGS):

H.R. 1905. A bill to amend the Federal
Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act to allow the
sponsor of a drug to use a non-animal test as
an alternative to an animal test for purposes
of demonstrating the safety and effective-
ness of a drug if such approach satisfies the
requirements of the applicable statutes and
regulations; to the Committee on Energy
and Commerce.

By Mr. BROWN:

H.R. 1906. A bill to amend title 18, United
States Code to prohibit persons convicted of
misdemeanor crimes against dating partners
and persons subject to protection orders
from possessing firearms, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. BROWN (for himself and Mr.
TRONE):

H.R. 1907. A bill to authorize the Attorney
General to make grants for technical assist-
ance and training in the operation or estab-
lishment of a lethality assessment program,
and for other purposes; to the Committee on
the Judiciary.

By Mr. CASE (for himself and Mr.
KAHELE):

H.R. 1908. A bill to authorize the Secretary
of the Interior to conduct a study to assess
the suitability and feasibility of designating
certain land as the Ka’ena Point National
Heritage Area, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on Natural Resources.

By Mr. CASTRO of Texas (for himself,
Mr. LIEU, Mr. VARGAS, Ms.
BARRAGAN, Mr. VELA, Mr. ESPAILLAT,
Ms. GARCIA of Texas, Mr. MCGOVERN,
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Mr. BLUMENAUER, Mrs. NAPOLITANO,
Mr. TORRES of New York, Ms. NOR-
TON, Mr. CONNOLLY, Mr. GALLEGO, Mr.
CORREA, Mr. SoTO, Mr. JOHNSON of
Georgia, Ms. WILLIAMS of Georgia,
Ms. MENG, Ms. VELAZQUEZ, Mr.
KHANNA, Mr. RUSH, Mr. JONES, Ms.
McCoLLUM, Mr. BROWN, Mr.
CARBAJAL, Mr. LOWENTHAL, Ms. JA-
coBs of California, Ms. LEE of Cali-
fornia, Mr. GRIJALVA, Ms. JAYAPAL,
Mrs. DEMINGS, Mr. GOMEZ, Mr. GREEN
of Texas, Mr. DANNY K. DAVIS of Illi-
nois, Mr. CARDENAS, Ms. LEGER
FERNANDEZ, Mr. TAKANO, Mr. SMITH
of Washington, Ms. ESCOBAR, Ms.
NEWMAN, Mr. GARCIA of Illinois, Ms.
DEGETTE, Mrs. BEATTY, Ms. DEAN,
Ms. CLARKE of New York, Mr.
CICILLINE, Ms. SANCHEZ, Ms. ADAMS,
Ms. DELAURO, Mr. PALLONE, Ms. CHU,
and Mr. SU0ZZI):

H.R. 1909. A bill to amend the Immigration
and Nationality Act to provide for the ad-
justment of status of essential workers, and
for other purposes; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

By Mr. CHABOT (for himself and Mr.
LATTA):

H.R. 1910. A bill to amend the Controlled
Substances Act to list fentanyl-related sub-
stances as schedule I controlled substances;
to the Committee on Energy and Commerce,
and in addition to the Committee on the Ju-
diciary, for a period to be subsequently de-
termined by the Speaker, in each case for
consideration of such provisions as fall with-
in the jurisdiction of the committee con-
cerned.

By Ms. CLARK of Massachusetts (for
herself, Mr. BOWMAN, and Ms.
BONAMICI):

H.R. 1911. A bill to provide assistance with
respect to child care infrastructure, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on Edu-
cation and Labor, and in addition to the
Committees on Energy and Commerce, Ways
and Means, and Financial Services, for a pe-
riod to be subsequently determined by the
Speaker, in each case for consideration of
such provisions as fall within the jurisdic-
tion of the committee concerned.

By Mr. RODNEY DAVIS OF ILLINOIS:

H.R. 1912. A bill to amend the Higher Edu-
cation Act of 1965 to clarify the treatment of
certain institutional financial assistance; to
the Committee on Education and Labor.

By Mr. KELLY OF MISSISSIPPI (for him-
self and Mr. BACON):

H.R. 1913. A bill to authorize the extension
of mnondiscriminatory treatment (normal
trade relations treatment) to products of Uz-
bekistan; to the Committee on Ways and
Means.

By Mr. DEFAZIO (for himself, Mr. BLU-
MENAUER, Ms. BoNAMICI, Ms. NORTON,
Mrs. HAYES, Mr. THOMPSON of Cali-
fornia, and Ms. PRESSLEY):

H.R. 1914. A bill to amend title XIX of the
Social Security Act to encourage State Med-
icaid programs to provide community-based
mobile crisis intervention services, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on Energy
and Commerce.

By Mr. DEFAZIO (for himself, Mrs.
NAPOLITANO, and Mr. FITZPATRICK):

H.R. 1915. A Dbill to amend the Federal
Water Pollution Control Act to reauthorize
certain water pollution control programs,
and for other purposes; to the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure.

By Ms. ESHOO (for herself, Mr. FER-
GUSON, Ms. McCOLLUM, Mrs. AXNE,
Ms. DEGETTE, Mr. MCEACHIN, Mrs.
LURIA, Mr. STANTON, Ms. STEVENS,
Mr. HUFFMAN, Mr. GOTTHEIMER, Mrs.
TRAHAN, Ms. BARRAGAN, Mr. GRI-
JALVA, Mr. WITTMAN, Mr. GALLEGO,
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Mr. CARBAJAL, Ms. WILD, Mr. SUOZZI,
Mr. DEUTCH, Ms. NORTON, Mr.
FITZPATRICK, Ms. BROWNLEY, Mrs.
HAYES, Mr. TAKANO, Ms. BLUNT ROCH-
ESTER, Mr. HASTINGS, Mr. KIM of New
Jersey, Mr. PERLMUTTER, Mr. CROW,
Miss RICE of New York, Mr. STAUBER,
Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois, Mr.
PAYNE, Mr. RUPPERSBERGER, Ms.
TLAIB, Mr. MOULTON, Mr. PASCRELL,
Mrs. WATSON COLEMAN, Mrs. BEATTY,
Mr. VELA, Mr. COOPER, Ms. UNDER-
wWooD, Mr. TRONE, Mr. YOUNG, Ms.
MENG, Ms. PORTER, Ms. SCANLON, Mr.
RESCHENTHALER, Mr. VAN DREW, Mr.
TIMMONS, Ms. CRAIG, Mr. NEGUSE, Ms.
PINGREE, Mr. LYNCH, Mr. POSEY, Mr.
LAMB, Mr. COLE, Mr. JOYCE of Penn-
sylvania, Mr. SIRES, Mr. PALAZZO,
Mr. GRAVES of Louisiana, Mr. YAR-
MUTH, Mr. BIisHOP of Georgia, Mrs.
RADEWAGEN, Mr. KILDEE, Mr.
BUTTERFIELD, Mr. TONKO, Mr. STIV-
ERS, Ms. Ross, Mr. LEVIN of Michi-

gan, Ms. HOULAHAN, Mrs. NAPOLI-
TANO, Mr. RASKIN, Mr. MCNERNEY,
Mr. MCGOVERN, Mr. MORELLE, Ms.

BAss, Ms. BoNAMICI, Ms. CLARKE of
New York, Ms. SALAZAR, Mr. MRVAN,
Ms. LEE of California, Mr. RUTHER-
FORD, Ms. SANCHEZ, Mr. CONNOLLY,
Mrs. LAWRENCE, Mr. McKINLEY, Mr.
PrRICE of North Carolina, Mr.
GARAMENDI, Ms. VELAZQUEZ, Mr.
ADERHOLT, Ms. KELLY of Illinois, Mr.
JONES, Mr. PHILLIPS, Ms. OMAR, Mr.
ALLEN, Mr. GARBARINO, Mr. GOSAR,
Mr. LAWSON of Florida, Mr. RUSH, Mr.
CARTER of Georgia, Mr. BACON, Mr.
GROTHMAN, Mr. HARDER of California,
Mr. VICENTE GONZALEZ of Texas, Mr.
MANN, Mr. UPTON, Mr. COHEN, Mr.

CICILLINE, Mr. KHANNA, Mrs.
HARTZLER, Ms. BUSH, Mr. BosT, Ms.
STRICKLAND, Ms. MANNING, Mr.
BRENDAN F. BOYLE of Pennsylvania,
Mr. GUEST, Mr. SIMPSON, Mr.
O’HALLERAN, Ms. MOORE of Wis-
consin, Mr. BABIN, Ms. TITUS, Ms.

JOHNSON of Texas, Mr. POCAN, Mr.
KRISHNAMOORTHI, Mr. SEAN PATRICK
MALONEY of New York, Ms. DELBENE,
Mr. RYAN, Mr. STEWART, Mr.
HAGEDORN, Ms. JAYAPAL, Mr. EMMER,
and Mr. MOORE of Utah):

H.R. 1916. A bill to provide health insur-
ance benefits for outpatient and inpatient
items and services related to the diagnosis
and treatment of a congenital anomaly or
birth defect; to the Committee on Energy
and Commerce, and in addition to the Com-
mittees on Ways and Means, and Education
and Labor, for a period to be subsequently
determined by the Speaker, in each case for
consideration of such provisions as fall with-
in the jurisdiction of the committee con-
cerned.

By Mrs. FLETCHER (for herself and
Mr. MCcCAUL):

H.R. 1917. A bill to modify eligibility re-
quirements for certain hazard mitigation as-
sistance programs, and for other purposes; to
the Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure, and in addition to the Committee
on Financial Services, for a period to be sub-
sequently determined by the Speaker, in
each case for consideration of such provi-
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the
committee concerned.

By Mr. GARAMENDI (for himself, Mr.
FITZPATRICK, Mr. BRENDAN F. BOYLE
of Pennsylvania, Mrs. BUSTOS, Mr.
CARBAJAL, Mr. COHEN, Ms. MENG,
Miss RICE of New York, Mr. SAN
NICOLAS, Mr. SIRES, Mr. TONKO, Mr.
HARDER of California, Ms. CRAIG, Mr.
KATKO, Mr. KRISHNAMOORTHI, and Mr.
VICENTE GONZALEZ of Texas):
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H.R. 1918. A Dbill to provide for the refi-
nancing and recalculation of certain Federal
student loans, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on Education and Labor.

By Mr. GOMEZ (for himself, Mr. HARD-
ER of California, Mr. PANETTA, Mr.
AUCHINCLOSS, Ms. BARRAGAN, MTr.
BLUMENAUER, Mr. BRENDAN F. BOYLE
of Pennsylvania, Mr. CARBAJAL, Mr.
CARDENAS, Mr. CASTRO of Texas, Ms.
CHU, Mr. CICILLINE, Mr. COHEN, Mr.
CORREA, Mr. CosTA, Ms. DEAN, Mr.
DEFAZIO, Mr. DESAULNIER, Mr.
ESPAILLAT, Mr. GALLEGO, Ms. GARCIA
of Texas, Mr. VICENTE GONZALEZ of
Texas, Mr. GREEN of Texas, Mr. GRI-
JALVA, Mr. HUFFMAN, Ms. JACKSON
LEE, Mr. KHANNA, Mr. KIND, Ms. LEE
of California, Mr. LEVIN of California,
Mr. LIEU, Ms. LOFGREN, Mr.
LOWENTHAL, Ms. MATSUI, Ms. McCoL-
LUM, Mr. MCGOVERN, Mrs. NAPOLI-
TANO, Ms. NORTON, Ms. OMAR, Ms.
PINGREE, Mr. POCAN, Ms. PRESSLEY,
Mr. RUSH, Ms. SANCHEZ, Ms. SCHA-
KOWSKY, Mr. SCHIFF, Ms. SCHRIER,
Mr. SIRES, Mr. SMITH of Washington,
Mr. SoTo, Mr. SU0zZI1, Mr. SWALWELL,
Mr. TAKANO, Mr. THOMPSON of Cali-
fornia, Mrs. TORRES of California,
Mrs. TRAHAN, Mr. VARGAS, Mr. VELA,
Mrs. WATSON COLEMAN, Mr. WELCH,
and Ms. WILLIAMS of Georgia):

H.R. 1919. A bill to amend the Food and Nu-
trition Act of 2008 to treat attendance at an
institution of higher education the same as
work for the purpose of determining eligi-
bility to participate in the supplemental nu-
trition assistance program; to the Com-
mittee on Agriculture.

By Mr. GRAVES of Louisiana (for him-
self and Mr. CUELLAR):

H.R. 1920. A bill to provide for Federal
agency accountability and improve the effec-
tiveness of major rules in accomplishing
their regulatory objectives by requiring ret-
rospective review and report, and for other
purposes; to the Committee on the Judici-
ary.

By Mr. GRAVES of Louisiana:

H.R. 1921. A bill to amend the Federal
Water Pollution Control Act to reauthorize
the Lake Pontchartrain Basin Restoration
Program, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure.

By Mr. HICE of Georgia (for himself,
Mr. COMER, Mr. SESSIONS, Mr.
LATURNER, Mr. C. SCOTT FRANKLIN of
Florida, and Mr. CLYDE):

H.R. 1922. A bill to reauthorize and modify
the authority of the Merit Systems Protec-
tion Board, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on Oversight and Reform, and in
addition to the Committee on Veterans’ Af-
fairs, for a period to be subsequently deter-
mined by the Speaker, in each case for con-
sideration of such provisions as fall within
the jurisdiction of the committee concerned.

By Mr. HIMES (for himself and Ms.
NORTON):

H.R. 1923. A bill to amend title 18, United
States Code, to protect more victims of do-
mestic violence by preventing their abusers
from possessing or receiving firearms, and
for other purposes; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

By Mr. JEFFRIES (for himself, Mr.
TAYLOR, Mr. NADLER, and Mr. CREN-
SHAW):

H.R. 1924. A bill to provide first-time, low-
level, nonviolent simple possession offenders
an opportunity to expunge that conviction
after successful completion of court-imposed
probation; to the Committee on the Judici-
ary.

By Mr. KAHELE (for himself and Mr.
CASE):
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H.R. 1925. A bill to authorize the Secretary
of the Interior to conduct a study to assess
the suitability and feasibility of designating
certain land as the South Kona National
Heritage Area, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on Natural Resources.

By Mr. LAMALFA (for himself, Mr.
NORMAN, Mr. ALLEN, Mr. GROTHMAN,
Mr. DUNCAN, Mr. HICE of Georgia,
Mrs. MILLER of Illinois, Mr. STEUBE,
Mr. KELLY of Mississippi, Mr. JOR-
DAN, Mr. BANKS, Mr. WEBER of Texas,
Mr. ADERHOLT, and Mr. BABIN):

H.R. 1926. A bill to amend chapter 110 of
title 18, United States Code, to prohibit gen-
der reassignment medical interventions on
minors, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. LAMALFA (for himself, Mr.
NORMAN, Mr. ALLEN, Mr. GROTHMAN,
Mr. DUNCAN, Mr. LAMBORN, Mr. HICE
of Georgia, Mrs. MILLER of Illinois,
Mr. STEUBE, Mr. KELLY of Mis-
sissippi, Mr. JORDAN, Mr. BANKS, Mr.
WEBER of Texas, Mr. ADERHOLT, Mr.
BABIN, and Mr. GooD of Virginia):

H.R. 1927. A bill to prohibit taxpayer-fund-
ed gender reassignment medical interven-
tions, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce, and in ad-
dition to the Committees on the Judiciary,
and Ways and Means, for a period to be sub-
sequently determined by the Speaker, in
each case for consideration of such provi-
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the
committee concerned.

By Mr. LIEU:

H.R. 1928. A bill to amend the Elementary
and Secondary Education Act of 1965 to pro-
tect students from sexual abuse, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on Edu-
cation and Labor.

By Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of
New York:

H.R. 1929. A bill to amend title 44, United
States Code, to require the President make
and preserve records, and for other purposes;
to the Committee on Oversight and Reform.

By Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of
New York (for herself and Mr.
COMER):

H.R. 1930. A bill to amend the Federal Ad-
visory Committee Act to increase the trans-
parency of Federal advisory committees, and
for other purposes; to the Committee on
Oversight and Reform, and in addition to the
Committees on Ways and Means, and the
Budget, for a period to be subsequently de-
termined by the Speaker, in each case for
consideration of such provisions as fall with-
in the jurisdiction of the committee con-
cerned.

By Ms. MATSUI (for herself, Mr.
TAKANO, Mr. YOUNG, Ms. CHU, Mr.
BUCK, Ms. MENG, Ms. LEE of Cali-
fornia, Mr. RASKIN, Mr. SMITH of
Washington, Ms. NORTON, Mr.
KAHELE, Mr. MCGOVERN, Ms. PORTER,

Mr. BLUMENAUER, Mr. SUO0ZZI, Ms.
ESHOO, Mr. SAN NICOLAS, Mr.
KHANNA, Mrs. NAPOLITANO, Mr.

LOWENTHAL, Mr. CARSON, Mr. HARDER
of California, Mr. GOMEZ, Mr. CASTRO
of Texas, Ms. OMAR, Mr. GARAMENDI,
Mr. KILMER, Mr. BERA, and Mr.
CASE):

H.R. 1931. A bill to provide competitive
grants for the promotion of Japanese Amer-
ican confinement education as a means to
understand the importance of democratic
principles, use and abuse of power, and to
raise awareness about the importance of cul-
tural tolerance toward Japanese Americans,
and for other purposes; to the Committee on
Natural Resources.

By Mrs. MCBATH (for herself and Mr.
LOWENTHAL):

H.R. 1932. A bill to amend the Higher Edu-

cation Act of 1965 to require institutions of
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higher education to disclose hazing inci-
dents, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Education and Labor.
By Mrs. MCBATH (for herself and Mr.
STIVERS):

H.R. 1933. A bill to require institutions of
higher education to disclose hazing-related
misconduct, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on Education and Labor.

By Mr. McCAUL (for himself, Mr.
CUELLAR, Mr. RESCHENTHALER, and
Mr. LANGEVIN):

H.R. 1934. A Dbill to direct the Federal Gov-
ernment to provide assistance and technical
expertise to enhance the representation and
leadership of the United States at inter-
national standards-setting bodies that set
standards for equipment, systems, software,
and virtually-defined networks that support
5th and future generations mobile tele-
communications systems and infrastructure,
and for other purposes; to the Committee on
Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. MURPHY of North Carolina (for
himself and Mr. BIGGS):

H.R. 1935. A Dbill to direct the Secretary of
Defense to reassign 95 percent of the mem-
bers of the National Guard deployed to the
National Capital Region to the southern land
border of the United States, and for other
purposes; to the Committee on Armed Serv-
ices.

By Mr. NEGUSE:

H.R. 1936. A bill to require the Comptroller
General to evaluate and issue a report on the
structural and economic impacts of climate
resiliency at the Federal Emergency Man-
agement Agency, including recommenda-
tions on how to improve the building codes
and standards that the Agency uses to pre-
pare for climate change and address resil-
iency in housing, public buildings, and infra-
structure such as roads and bridges; to the
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure.

By Mr. NORMAN (for himself, Mr.
LATURNER, Mrs. MCCLAIN, Mr. CAL-
VERT, Mr. GAETZ, Mr. SESSIONS, Mr.
GOSAR, Mr. TIMMONS, Ms. MACE, and
Mr. WEBER of Texas):

H.R. 1937. A bill to require recipients of
Federal funds to disclose information relat-
ing to programs, projects, or activities car-
ried out using the Federal funds; to the Com-
mittee on Oversight and Reform.

By Ms. NORTON:

H.R. 1938. A bill to amend title 37, United
States Code, to ensure that a member of a
reserve component of a uniformed service,
who performs active service for more than 30
consecutive days under multiple calls or or-
ders to active service that specify periods of
30 days or less, is paid the same basic allow-
ance for housing as a similarly situated
member of a reserve component called or or-
dered to active service for a period of more
than 30 days; to the Committee on Armed
Services.

By Mr. OHALLERAN (for himself and
Mr. YOUNG):

H.R. 1939. A bill to require the Secretary of
Health and Human Services to award addi-
tional funding through the Sanitation Fa-
cilities Construction Program of the Indian
Health Service, and for other purposes; to
the Committee on Natural Resources, and in
addition to the Committee on Energy and
Commerce, for a period to be subsequently
determined by the Speaker, in each case for
consideration of such provisions as fall with-
in the jurisdiction of the committee con-
cerned.

By Mr. PENCE (for himself, Mr. WEB-
STER of Florida, and Mr. GUEST):

H.R. 1940. A bill to establish a public build-
ings public-private partnership pilot pro-
gram, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture.
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By Mrs. RADEWAGEN (for herself, Mr.
SABLAN, Miss GONZALEZ-COLON, and
Mr. SAN NICOLAS):

H.R. 1941. A bill to amend the Immigration
and Nationality Act to waive certain natu-
ralization requirements for United States
nationals, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. RICE of South Carolina (for
himself and Ms. MACE):

H.R. 1942. A bill to extend Federal recogni-
tion to the Waccamaw Indian People of
Conway, South Carolina, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Natural Re-
sources.

By Mr. RICE of South Carolina (for
himself and Ms. MACE):

H.R. 1943. A bill to extend Federal recogni-
tion to the Pee Dee Indian Tribe of McColl,
South Carolina; to the Committee on Nat-
ural Resources.

By Mr. RICE of South Carolina (for
himself, Mrs. MURPHY of Florida, Mr.
LAHOOD, and Mr. PANETTA):

H.R. 1944. A bill to provide a tax credits for
certain expenses associated with protecting
employees from COVID-19; to the Committee
on Ways and Means.

By Ms. SANCHEZ (for herself, Mr.
EsTES, Ms. CHU, Mr. McCAUL, Ms.
DELBENE, and Mrs. NAPOLITANO):

H.R. 1945. A Dbill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to provide for an election
to expense certain qualified sound recording
costs otherwise chargeable to capital ac-
count; to the Committee on Ways and
Means.

By Ms. SEWELL (for herself, Mr.
ARRINGTON, Mr. RUIZ, Mr. HUDSON,
Ms. BLUNT ROCHESTER, Mr.
WENSTRUP, Ms. JACKSON LEE, Mr.
FERGUSON, Mr. KIND, Mr. DANNY K.
DAVIS of Illinois, and Mr. CRENSHAW):

H.R. 1946. A bill to amend title XVIII of the
Social Security Act to provide for Medicare
coverage of multi-cancer early detection
screening tests; to the Committee on Energy
and Commerce, and in addition to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means, for a period to be
subsequently determined by the Speaker, in
each case for consideration of such provi-
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the
committee concerned.

By Mr. SMITH of Washington:

H.R. 1947. A bill to provide emergency rent-
al assistance under the Housing Choice
Voucher Program of the Department of
Housing and Urban Development, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on Finan-
cial Services.

By Mr. TAKANO (for himself, Mr.
BisHoP of Georgia, Mr. BRENDAN F.
BoYLE of Pennsylvania, Mr. BROWN,
Ms. BROWNLEY, Mr. CARBAJAL, Mr.
CARDENAS, Ms. CHU, Mr. CLEAVER,
Mr. COHEN, Mr. COOPER, Mr. CUELLAR,
Mr. DANNY K. DAVIS of Illinois, Ms.
ESHOO, Mr. ESPAILLAT, Mr. EVANS,
Mr. GALLEGO, Mr. VICENTE GONZALEZ
of Texas, Mr. GRIJALVA, Mr. HASs-
TINGS, Mrs. HAYES, Mr. HIGGINS of
New York, Ms. NORTON, Ms. JACOBS
of California, Mr. KAHELE, Ms. KAP-

TUR, Mr. KHANNA, Mr.
KRISHNAMOORTHI, Mrs. KIRKPATRICK,
Mr. LAMB, Mr. LARSEN of Wash-

ington, Ms. LEE of California, Mr.
LEVIN of Michigan, Mr. LOWENTHAL,
Mrs. LURIA, Mr. LYNCH, Mrs. MCBATH,
Ms. McCoLLuM, Ms. MOORE of Wis-
consin, Mr. MRVAN, Ms. NEWMAN, Mr.
NORCROSS, Mr. PANETTA, Mr. PAPPAS,
Mr. POCAN, Ms. PINGREE, Miss RICE of
New York, Mr. RUPPERSBERGER, Mr.
RUSH, Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, Mr. SCHIFF,
Ms. SHERRILL, Mr. SIRES, Ms. SPEIER,
Mr. Svozzl, Mr. SWALWELL, Ms.
TITUS, Mr. TRONE, Mr. VARGAS, Mrs.
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DINGELL, Mr. BLUMENAUER, Mr. KIL-
DEE, Mr. LAWSON of Florida, Mr.
LEVIN of California, Mr. MCGOVERN,
Ms. OMAR, Mr. PAYNE, Ms. PRESSLEY,
Mr. RYAN, Mr. SAN NIcOLAS, Mr.
DEFAZIO, and Mr. GARCIA of Illinois):

H.R. 1948. A bill to amend title 38, United
States Code, to modify authorities relating
to the collective bargaining of employees in
the Veterans Health Administration; to the
Committee on Veterans’ Affairs.

By Ms. TENNEY:

H.R. 1949. A bill to amend section 201 of
title 18, United States Code, to redefine the
term ‘‘official act’ in bribery cases involving
public officials to strengthen accountability
and oversight; to the Committee on the Judi-
ciary.

By Ms. TENNEY:

H.R. 1950. A bill to amend title 5, United
States Code, to provide for the temporary
halt in pension payments for Members of
Congress sentenced for certain offenses, and
for other purposes; to the Committee on
House Administration, and in addition to the
Committee on Oversight and Reform, for a
period to be subsequently determined by the
Speaker, in each case for consideration of
such provisions as fall within the jurisdic-
tion of the committee concerned.

By Mr. THOMPSON of California (for
himself, Mr. DEFAZIO, Mr. BERA, Mr.

CARBAJAL, Mr. CosTA, Mr.
DESAULNIER, Ms. ESHOO, Mr.
GARAMENDI, Mr. HUFFMAN, Mr.
KHANNA, Mr. LAMALFA, Ms. LEE of
California, Ms. LOFGREN, Mrs.
NAPOLITANO, Mr. LOWENTHAL, Ms.

NORTON, Mr. PANETTA, Ms. ROYBAL-
ALLARD, and Ms. SPEIER):

H.R. 1951. A bill to increase the Federal
share provided under the Robert T. Stafford
Disaster Relief and Emergency Assistance
Act for a certain time frame during fiscal
year 2020; to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure.

By Ms. VELAZQUEZ:

H.R. 1952. A bill to provide for the estab-
lishment of a national standard for incor-
porating a passive identification ability into
all firearms sold in the United States, and to
require the reporting of lost or stolen fire-
arms to the appropriate law enforcement au-
thorities; to the Committee on the Judici-
ary.

By Mr. SMITH of New Jersey:

H.J. Res. 31. A joint resolution proposing
an amendment to the Constitution of the
United States relative to equal rights for
men and women; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

By Mr. RASKIN:

H. Res. 232. A resolution requiring an af-
firmative vote of a majority of the Members
present and voting, a quorum being present,
on final passage of House Joint Resolution
17; to the Committee on Rules.

By Ms. CLARKE of New York (for her-
self, Mr. RUSH, Ms. SEWELL, Ms. LEE
of California, Mrs. HAYES, Mr. HAS-
TINGS, Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia, Ms.
KELLY of Illinois, Ms. PRESSLEY, Mrs.
LAWRENCE, Mr. THOMPSON of Mis-
sissippi, Mr. PAYNE, Mrs. WATSON
COLEMAN, Ms. JACKSON LEE, Ms.
JOHNSON of Texas, Mr. VEASEY, Ms.
MOORE of Wisconsin, Mrs. BEATTY,
Ms. ADAMS, Mr. BROWN, Mr. CARSON,

Mr. BISHOP of Georgia, Mr.
HORSFORD, Ms. VELAZQUEZ, Mr.
MEEKS, Ms. BLUNT ROCHESTER, Ms.
NORTON, Mr. BUTTERFIELD, Ms.

PLASKETT, Ms. SCANLON, Mr. Bow-
MAN, Mr. JONES, and Mr. TORRES of

New York):
H. Res. 234. A resolution acknowledging
the history and lasting impact of the Federal
Government-created problem of redlining
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and the responsibility of the Federal Govern-
ment to address such impact; to the Com-
mittee on Financial Services.

By Mr. GREEN of Texas (for himself,
Mr. CASTRO of Texas, Ms. OMAR, Mr.
HASTINGS, Ms. PRESSLEY, Ms. BASS,
Ms. JACKSON LEE, Mr. COHEN, Ms.
NORTON, Mr. COOPER, Ms. TITUS, Mr.
DANNY K. DAVIS of Illinois, and Mr.
MCGOVERN):

H. Res. 235. A resolution supporting the de-
mands of the #EndSARS movement for jus-
tice, accountability, and meaningful police
and security sector reforms in Nigeria and
calling upon the President and the Secretary
of State to safeguard and promote the pro-
tection of freedoms of thought, assembly,
and expression in Nigeria and around the
world; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

By Ms. LEE of California (for herself,
Ms. MOORE of Wisconsin, Ms. NORTON,
Mr. DANNY K. DAVIS of Illinois, Mr.
COHEN, Mr. BIsHOP of Georgia, Ms.
GARCIA of Texas, Mr. MEEKS, and
Mrs. DINGELL):

H. Res. 236. A resolution supporting the
goals and ideals of Social Work Month and
World Social Work Day on March 16, 2021; to
the Committee on Education and Labor.

By Ms. LOFGREN:

H. Res. 237. A resolution recognizing the
cultural and historical significance of
Nowruz; to the Committee on Foreign Af-
fairs.

By Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of
New York:

H. Res. 238. A resolution providing
amounts for the expenses of the Committee
on Oversight and Reform in the One Hundred
Seventeenth Congress; to the Committee on
House Administration.

By Ms. OCASIO-CORTEZ (for herself,
Ms. TrLAIB, Mr. GOMEZ, and Mr.
MEEKS):

H. Res. 239. A resolution commemorating
the 50th anniversary of Bangladesh’s inde-
pendence; to the Committee on Foreign Af-
fairs.

By Mr. SCHIFF (for himself, Mr. PAL-
LONE, Ms. SPEIER, Mr. BILIRAKIS, Mr.
VALADAO, Ms. TI1TUS, Mr. COSTA, Mr.
KHANNA, Mr. CICILLINE, Mrs. NAPOLI-
TANO, Ms. CHU, Mr. SHERMAN, Mr.
BEYER, Ms. SCANLON, Mr.
KRISHNAMOORTHI, Mr. LANGEVIN, Mr.
MCGOVERN, Ms. PORTER, Ms. CLARK
of Massachusetts, Ms. SPANBERGER,
Ms. ESHOO, Mr. SIRES, Mr. LEVIN of
Michigan, Mr. LIEU, Mr. LOWENTHAL,
Mr. GOTTHEIMER, Mr. AUCHINCLOSS,
Mr. NUNES, Ms. OMAR, Ms. SANCHEZ,
and Mr. SUOZZI):

H. Res. 240. A resolution calling on Azer-
baijan to immediately release all prisoners
of war and captured civilians; to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Affairs.

By Ms. SHERRILL (for herself, Mrs.
WATSON COLEMAN, and Mr. PAYNE):

H. Res. 241. A resolution expressing the
sense of Congress that reopening schools for
in-person instruction should be a critical pri-
ority for local, State, and Federal policy-
makers, and that funding for K-12 schools
under the American Rescue Plan and State
vaccination guidelines should be used to help
get children back in the classroom; to the
Committee on Education and Labor.

By Mrs. WATSON COLEMAN (for her-
self, Mr. PAYNE, Mr. BisHOP of Geor-
gia, Mr. ALLRED, Ms. VELAZQUEZ, Ms.
CLARKE of New York, Ms. JACKSON
LEE, Mrs. HAYES, Mrs. BEATTY, Mr.
MEEKS, Ms. CLARK of Massachusetts,
Mr. HASTINGS, Ms. PRESSLEY, Mr.
COHEN, Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi,
Mr. SAN NicoLAs, Mr. DANNY K.
DAvis of Illinois, Ms. NORTON, Ms.
ADAMS, Ms. BAsSs, Mr. SIRES, Mr.
S0TO0, Mr. POCAN, and Mr. CARSON):
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H. Res. 242. A resolution raising awareness
of the racial disparities in the impact of
colorectal cancer on the Black community;
to the Committee on Energy and Commerce.

———

CONSTITUTIONAL AUTHORITY
STATEMENT

Pursuant to clause 7 of rule XII of
the Rules of the House of Representa-
tives, the following statements are sub-
mitted regarding the specific powers
granted to Congress in the Constitu-
tion to enact the accompanying bill or
joint resolution.

By Mr. GIMENEZ:

H.R. 1895.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, section 8, clause 18—To make all
Laws which shall be necessary and proper for
carrying into Execution the foregoing Pow-
ers, and all other Powers vested by this Con-
stitution in the Government of the United

States, or in any Department or Officer
thereof.
By Mr. KIM of New Jersey:
H.R. 1896.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8 of the United States
Constitution

By Mrs. MILLER-MEEKS:

H.R. 1897.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 18 of the Con-
stitution

By Mr. CARBAJAL:

H.R. 1898.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article IV, Section 3 and Article I, Section
8

By Mr. GRIFFITH:

H.R. 1899.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

This bill is enacted pursuant to the power
granted to Congress under Article I, Section
8 of the United States Constitution.

By Mr. BERGMAN:

H.R. 1900.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article One, Section Eight of the United
States Constitution

By Mr. BIGGS:

H.R. 1901.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, Clause 4

By Mr. BISHOP of North Carolina:

H.R. 1902.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8

By Mr. BOST:

H.R. 1903.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8 of the U.S. Constitu-
tion

By Mr. BOWMAN:

H.R. 1904.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, Clause 18.

By Mr. BRENDAN F. BOYLE of Penn-
sylvania:

H.R. 1905.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8 of the U.S. Constitu-
tion under the General Welfare Clause.

By Mr. BROWN:

H.R. 1906.
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Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Necessary and Proper Clause (Art. 1, Sec. 8,
Cl. 18)

By Mr. BROWN:

H.R. 1907.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Necessary and Proper Clause (Art. 1, Sec. 8,
Cl. 18)

By Mr. CASE:

H.R. 1908.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8 of the Constitution

By Mr. CASTRO of Texas:

H.R. 1909.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Constitutional Authority—Necessary and
Proper Clause (Art. I, Sec. 8, Clause 18)

THE U.S. CONSTITUTION

ARTICLE I, SECTION 8: POWERS OF
CONGRESS CLAUSE 18

The Congress shall have power To
make all laws which shall be necessary and
proper for carrying into execution the fore-
going powers, and all other powers vested by
this Constitution in the government of the
United States, or in any department or offi-
cer thereof.

By Mr. CHABOT:

H.R. 1910.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

The constitutional authority on which this
joint resolution is derived is provided in Ar-
ticle 1, Section 8, Clause 1 of the Constitu-
tion, which grants Congress the power to
provide for the ‘‘general Welfare of the
United States.”

By Ms. CLARK of Massachusetts:

H.R. 1911.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

This bill is enacted pursuant to the power
granted to Congress under Article I, Section
8, Clause 3 of the United States Constitution.

By Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois:

H.R. 1912.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, section 8 of the Constitution of
the United States

By Mr. KELLY of Mississippi:

H.R. 1913.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, clause 1 and Article I,
Section 8, clause 3 of the United States Con-
stitution.

By Mr. DEFAZIO:

H.R. 1914.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, Clause 18 (relating to
power to make all laws necessary and proper
for carrying out the powers vested in Con-
gress)

By Mr. DEFAZIO:

H.R. 1915.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, Clause 1, Clause 3, and
Clause 18 of the Constitution.

By Ms. ESHOO:

H.R. 1916.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8

By Mrs. FLETCHER:

H.R. 1917.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 18. To make all
Laws which shall be necessary and proper for
carrying into Execution the foregoing Pow-
ers, and all other Powers vested by this Con-
stitution in the Government of the United
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States, or in any Department or Officer
thereof.
By Mr. GARAMENDI:
H.R. 1918.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8

By Mr. GOMEZ:

H.R. 1919.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 18

By Mr. GRAVES of Louisiana:

H.R. 1920.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 18 of the U.S.
Constitution.

By Mr. GRAVES of Louisiana:

H.R. 1921.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 1 of the United
States Constitution

By Mr. HICE of Georgia:

H.R. 1922.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, Clause 18

To make all laws which shall be necessary
and proper for carrying into Execution the
foregoing Powers, and all other Powers vest-
ed by this Constitution in the Government of
the United States, or in any Department or
Officer thereof

By Mr. HIMES:

H.R. 1923.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8

By Mr. JEFFRIES:

H.R. 1924.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

This bill is enacted pursuant to the power
granted to Congress under Article I, Section
8 clause 18 of the United States Constitution.

By Mr. KAHELE:

H.R. 1925.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

U.S Constitution including Article 1, Sec-
tion 8, Clause 1 (General Welfare Clause) and
Article 1, Section 8, Clause 18 (Necessary and
Proper Clause), Article 4, Section 3, Clause 2
(Property)

By Mr. LAMALFA:

H.R. 1926.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, clause 1

By Mr. LAMALFA:

H.R. 1927.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, clause 1

By Mr. LIEU:

H.R. 1928.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Pursuant to Article 1, Section 8.

By Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of
New York:

H.R. 1929.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, Clause 18 of the Con-
stitution of the United States grants the
Congress the power to enact this law.

By Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of
New York:

H.R. 1930.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, Clause 18 of the Con-
stitution of the United States grants the
Congress the power to enact this law.

By Ms. MATSUIL

H.R. 1931.
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Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8 of the U.S. Constitu-
tion

By Mrs. MCBATH:

H.R. 1932.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8: Congress has the
power ‘‘to regulate commerce with foreign
nations, and among the several states, and
with the Native American tribes”

By Mrs. MCBATH:

H.R. 1933.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8: Congress has the
power ‘‘to regulate commerce with foreign
nations, and among the several states, and
with the Native American tribes”’

By Mr. McCAUL:

H.R. 1934.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, section 8 of the Constitution of
the United States

By Mr. MURPHY of North Carolina:

H.R. 1935.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8 of the United States
Constitution

By Mr. NEGUSE:

H.R. 1936.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8

By Mr. NORMAN:

H.R. 1937.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1 Section 8

By Ms. NORTON:

H.R. 1938.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Clause 18 of section 8 of article I of the
Constitution.

By Mr. O'HALLERAN:

H.R. 1939.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, Clause 18

By Mr. PENCE:

H.R. 1940.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 18 of the United
States Constitution which grants Congress
the authority to make all Laws which shall
be necessary and proper for carrying into
Execution the foregoing Powers, and all
other Powers vested by this Constitution in
the Government of the United States, or in
any Department or Officer thereof.

By Mrs. RADEWAGEN:

H.R. 1941.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8 of the United States
Constitution.

By Mr. RICE of South Carolina:

H.R. 1942.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, Clause 3

By Mr. RICE of South Carolina:

H.R. 1943.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, Clause 3

By Mr. RICE of South Carolina:

H.R. 1944.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8 of the United States
Constitution

By Ms. SANCHEZ:

H.R. 1945.
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Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8

By Ms. SEWELL:

H.R. 1946.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8 of the U.S. Constitu-
tion.

By Mr. SMITH of Washington:

H.R. 1947.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, Clause 3 and Clause 18
(relating to the power to make all laws nec-
essary and proper for carrying out the pow-
ers vested in Congress).

By Mr. TAKANO:

H.R. 1948.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8

By Ms. TENNEY:

H.R. 1949.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Under Article 1, Section 8 of the Constitu-
tion, Congress has the power ‘‘to make all
Laws which shall be necessary and proper for
carrying into Execution the foregoing Pow-
ers, and all other Powers vested by this Con-
stitution in the Government of the United
States, or any Department of Officer thereof.

By Ms. TENNEY:

H.R. 1950.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Under Article I, Section 8 of the Constitu-
tion, Congress has the power ‘‘to make all
Laws which shall be necessary and proper for
carrying into Execution the foregoing Pow-
ers, and all other Powers vested by this Con-
stitution in the Government of the United
States, or any Department of Officer thereof.

By Mr. THOMPSON of California:

H.R. 1951.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1 .

By Ms. VELAZQUEZ:

H.R. 1952.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, Clause 1

The Congress shall have Power to .
vide for the
United States; . . .

By Mr. SMITH of New Jersey:

H.J. Res. 31.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article V of the United States Constitu-
tion.

. . pro-
general Welfare of the

——————

ADDITIONAL SPONSORS

Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors
were added to public bills and resolu-
tions, as follows:

H.R. 6: Mr. CLEAVER, Mr. CICILLINE, Mr.
SCHNEIDER, Mr. ScOTT of Virginia, Ms. JACK-
SON LEE, Mr. GREEN of Texas, Mr. LARSON of
Connecticut, Mr. CASE, Ms. STRICKLAND, Mr.
ALLRED, Mr. LIEU, Ms. CRAIG, Mrs. KIRK-
PATRICK, Mr. TRONE, and Ms. CASTOR of Flor-
ida.

H.R. 24: Mr. TURNER.

H.R. 38: Mr. SESSIONS and Ms. TENNEY.

H.R. 51: Ms. BOURDEAUX.

H.R. 69: Mr. BACON.

H.R. 82: Mr. VALADAO, Mr. WITTMAN, Mr.
CUELLAR, Ms. NEWMAN, Mr. BRENDAN F.
BOYLE of Pennsylvania, Mr. MOULTON, Mr.
FALLON, Mr. SCHIFF, Mr. TURNER, Mr.
EMMER, Mr. CARTWRIGHT, Mr. PETERS, Ms.
NORTON, and Mr. BROWN.
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H.R. 95: Mr. MURPHY of North Carolina and
Mr. WALBERG.

H.R. 144: Mr. MCNERNEY, Ms. MOORE of
Wisconsin, Ms. NORTON, Mr. PERLMUTTER,
Mr. BEYER, and Ms. ROSS.

H.R. 151: Mr. SWALWELL and Ms. JACOBS of
California.

H.R. 176: Ms. NORTON.

H.R. 189: Ms. WILLIAMS of Georgia.

H.R. 214: Mr. KILMER and Mr.
Washington.

H.R. 255: Mrs. TRAHAN and Mr. YARMUTH.

H.R. 256: Mrs. TRAHAN and Ms. KUSTER.

H.R. 263: Ms. BLUNT ROCHESTER, Mr. COHEN,
and Mrs. HARSHBARGER.

H.R. 288: Mrs. LESKO and Mr. BARR.

H.R. 303: Mr. TURNER and Mr. KILMER.

H.R. 305: Mr. GONZALEZ of Ohio, Mr. HILL,
Mr. GOTTHEIMER, and Mrs. HARTZLER.

H.R. 310: Mr. BOST.

H.R. 315: Mr. BERA, Ms. NORTON, and Mr.
GALLEGO.

H.R. 322: Mr. TIMMONS.

H.R. 333: Mr. KILMER.

H.R. 350: Ms. BLUNT ROCHESTER, Mr.
MCGOVERN, Mr. MEEKS, Mr. THOMPSON of
Mississippi, Mr. KRISHNAMOORTHI, Mr.
QUIGLEY, Mr. NORCROSS, Mr. ALLRED, Ms.
BASS, Mrs. LAWRENCE, Mr. NEGUSE, and Mr.
JEFFRIES.

H.R. 380: Mr. LATTA.

H.R. 392: Mr. PRICE of North Carolina and
Mr. ALLRED.

H.R. 393: Mr. EVANS and Ms. DEAN.

H.R. 419: Mr. CLOUD.

H.R. 425: Ms. BASS.

H.R. 463: Mr. QUIGLEY and Mr. JONES.

H.R. 477: Mr. HARDER of California.

H.R. 502: Mr. TRONE.

H.R. 568: . HARRIS.

H.R. 586: . CRIST and Ms. DEAN.

H.R. 604: . RUSH.

H.R. 611: . BosT and Mr. PAYNE.

H.R. 613: Ms. SANCHEZ.

H.R. 619: . REED.

H.R. 651: Ms. NORTON and Mrs. TRAHAN.

H.R. 707: Mr. BisHOP of Georgia, Ms. ROSS,
Ms. DEGETTE, Mr. ALLEN, and Mr. BENTZ.

H.R. 708: Mr. JOYCE of Ohio and Mrs.

SMITH of

MCBATH.

H.R. 712: Mr. CASE, Mr. BEYER, and Mr.
NEGUSE.

H.R. 721: Mr. DOGGETT, Mr. VARGAS, and
Ms. NORTON.

H.R. 735: Mr. LAMALFA, Mr. MCCLINTOCK,
and Ms. BARRAGAN.

H.R. 748: Mr. LYNCH, Mr. Garcia of Illinois,
Mr. GRIJALVA, Ms. SANCHEZ, Ms. SHERRILL,
Ms. NEWMAN, Ms. WILLIAMS of Georgia, Mr.
JONES, Mr. RUSH, Mr. SARBANES, Ms.
JAYAPAL, Mrs. DEMINGS, and Ms. VELAZQUEZ.

H.R. 806: Mr. YOUNG.

H.R. 815: Mr. MEEKS, Mr. SU0zzI, Ms.
BLUNT ROCHESTER, Ms. CLARK of Massachu-
setts, Ms. CLARKE of New York, Mr. PAL-
LONE, Mr. TAKANO, Mr. BEYER, and Ms.
SANCHEZ.

H.R. 819: Mr. ROSE.

H.R. 825: Ms. BROWNLEY and Ms. SCANLON.

H.R. 840: Mr. PASCRELL, Mr. HORSFORD, and
Mr. PANETTA.

H.R. 852: Mr.
RESCHENTHALER.

H.R. 860: Mrs. MILLER of Illinois.

H.R. 941: Mr. TRONE and Mrs. HAYES.

H.R. 959: Mr. ESPAILLAT, Mr. KEATING, and

PHILLIPS and Mr.

Mr. COOPER.
H.R. 962: Ms. NORTON, Mr. LYNCH, Mr.
BROWN, Mr. EVANS, Mr. GOTTHEIMER, Mr.

RYAN, and Ms. MENG.
H.R. 970: Mr. OWENS and Mr. CAWTHORN.
H.R. 978: Ms. NEWMAN.
H.R. 1012: Ms. ROSS.
H.R. 1019: Mr. POoCAN, Ms. BROWNLEY, Ms.
DEGETTE, and Mr. MCGOVERN.
H.R. 1020: Mr. FOSTER.
H.R. 1027: Mr. BIsHOP of North Carolina.
H.R. 1038: Mr. CURTIS.
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H.R. 1057: Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia, Mr.
CLYDE, Mrs. HARSHBARGER, Mr. C. SCOTT
FRANKLIN of Florida, Mr. CRENSHAW, Mr.
CAWTHORN, Mr. SESSIONS, Mr. MANN, and Mr.
GARBARINO.

H.R. 1087: Mr. GARCIA of Illinois.

H.R. 1111: Mr. SAN NICOLAS.

H.R. 1112: Mr. HORSFORD and Mr. WELCH.

H.R. 1115: Mr. HARDER of California, Mrs.
HAYES, Mr. LATURNER, Ms. CHENEY, Mr.
GUTHRIE, Mr. VICENTE GONZALEZ of Texas,
and Mr. SAN NICOLAS.

H.R. 1170: Ms. PELOSI.

H.R. 1179: Mr. FULCHER.

H.R. 1193: Ms. GARcCIA of Texas, Mr. GREEN
of Texas, Mrs. LESKO, Mr. CICILLINE, Ms.
JACKSON LEE, Ms. HERRERA BEUTLER, Mr.
BERA, Mr. BANKS, Mr. TRONE, Mrs. MCBATH,
and Mrs. LURIA.

H.R. 1194: Ms. STRICKLAND.

H.R. 1195: Ms. MENG, Mr. RASKIN, Mr.
KEATING, Mrs. AXNE, Mr. YARMUTH, Ms. JA-
coBs of California, Ms. UNDERWOOD, Mr.
ESPAILLAT, Mrs. MCBATH, and Mr. BROWN.

H.R. 1200: Mr. DOGGETT.

H.R. 1202: Mr. SCHNEIDER, Mr. SUOZZI, Mrs.
KIRKPATRICK, Mr. JONES, Mr. POCAN, Mr.
CONNOLLY, Mr. RUPPERSBERGER, and Ms.
MENG.

H.R. 1210: Mr. GUEST.

H.R. 1219: Mr. LUETKEMEYER and Mr. RUP-
PERSBERGER.

H.R. 1221: Mr. CONNOLLY.

H.R. 1227: Ms. NORTON, Ms. WILD, and Mr.
SoTo.

H.R. 1282: Mr. O’HALLERAN, Mr. GOLDEN,
Mr. KIND, Mrs. LESKO, Mr. BERGMAN, Mr.
LAMB, Mr. OBERNOLTE, Mr. KiM of New Jer-
sey, and Mr. PHILLIPS.

H.R. 1290: Mr. COHEN.

H.R. 1297: Mr. CROW, Ms. MACE, and Mr.
CARSON.

H.R. 1302: Ms. MACE and Mr. TURNER.

H.R. 1313: Ms. NORTON.

H.R. 1346: Mr. HIGGINS of Louisiana.

H.R. 1349: Mr. MCKINLEY, Mr. CASE, and
Mr. TURNER.

H.R. 1366: Mr. Su0zzI and Mr. MCGOVERN.

H.R. 1368: Mr. CROW, Mr. MRVAN, and Ms.
MANNING.

H.R. 1392: Ms. PORTER.

H.R. 1400: Mr. LEVIN of California.

H.R. 1417: Mr. GOHMERT.

H.R. 1434: Mr. FITZPATRICK and Mr.
BURCHETT.

H.R. 1445: Mr. OWENS, Mr. MCCLINTOCK,
Mrs. GREENE of Georgia, Mr. BROOKS, Mrs.
HARSHBARGER, and Mr. LAMBORN.

H.R. 1448: Ms. CHU, Mr. PHILLIPS, Mr. RUIZ,
Mr. RUPPERSBERGER, Mr. GARBARINO, Mr.
GUEST, Mr. BisHOP of Georgia, Ms. NEWMAN,
Mr. HARDER of California, Mr. KINZINGER,
Ms. SPANBERGER, Mr. DELGADO, Ms. NORTON,
Mr. JONES, Mr. CLINE, Ms. TITUS, Mr. DoG-
GETT, Mr. KIND, Mr. SARBANES, Mr. CLEAVER,
Ms. GRANGER, and Mr. WITTMAN.

H.R. 1455: Mr. CARDENAS, Ms. CHU, Ms.
ESHOO, Mrs. HAYES, Mr. LYNCH, Mr. RASKIN,
Mr. HASTINGS, Ms. JACKSON LEE, Mrs. WAT-
SON COLEMAN, Mr. BROWN, Mr. MORELLE, Ms.
BROWNLEY, and Ms. ADAMS.

H.R. 1458: Ms. JAYAPAL, Mr. CRIST, Mr.
PASCRELL, Ms. CASTOR of Florida, Mrs.
HAYES, Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia, Ms. BLUNT
ROCHESTER, and Mr. SMITH of New Jersey.

H.R. 1464: Ms. TITUS, Ms. NORTON, Mr.
DEFAZIO, Ms. JACKSON LEE, and Mr. RASKIN.

H.R. 1466: Ms. NORTON, Ms. JACKSON LEE,
Mr. EVANS, and Mr. BOST.

H.R. 1482: Ms. TENNEY and Mr. COHEN.

H.R. 1487: Ms. TENNEY.

H.R. 1490: Ms. TENNEY and Mr. COHEN.

H.R. 1491: Ms. BASS.

H.R. 1492: Mr. LEVIN of California, Mr. HAS-
TINGS, and Mr. GALLEGO.

H.R. 1502: Ms. TENNEY and Mr. COHEN.

H.R. 1505: Mr. QUIGLEY and Mr. HASTINGS.

H.R. 1517: Mr. COHEN and Mr. WELCH.
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Bi1sHOP of North Carolina.
BACON.

TAYLOR.

KELLY of Mississippi and Mr.

H.R. 1520: Mr.

H.R. 1527: Mr.

H.R. 1534: Mr.

H.R. 1536: Mr.
TURNER.

H.R. 1551: Mr. POCAN.

H.R. 1553: Mr. EVANS.

H.R. 1576: Mrs. BEATTY and Mr. CASTEN.

H.R. 15681: Ms. LEE of California, Mr. DoG-
GETT, Ms. LEGER FERNANDEZ, Mr. MICHAEL F.
DOYLE of Pennsylvania, Ms. PORTER, Mr.
LARSON of Connecticut, Ms. DEGETTE, and
Mr. VICENTE GONZALEZ of Texas.

H.R. 1584: Mr. DAVIDSON.

H.R. 1595: Mr. RUTHERFORD.

H.R. 1603: Ms. SPANBERGER and Mr. BAIRD.

H.R. 1618: Mr. BLUMENAUER.

H.R. 1620: Ms. JAYAPAL, Ms. PRESSLEY, Mr.
PRICE of North Carolina, Ms. MATSUI, Ms.
PINGREE, Ms. WEXTON, Mr. PAPPAS, Ms.
SCHRIER, Mr. LIEU, Ms. ADAMS, Mr. CART-
WRIGHT, and Mr. COURTNEY.

H.R. 1627: Ms. NORTON, Mrs. WATSON COLE-
MAN, and Mr. SAN NICOLAS.

H.R. 1631: Mrs. DEMINGS, Mr. GRIJALVA, and
Mrs. TRAHAN.

H.R. 1633: Mr. COOPER.

H.R. 1636: Ms. KUSTER, Ms. WASSERMAN
SCHULTZ, Mrs. DINGELL, Ms. MATSUI, Mr.
QUIGLEY, Ms. BUSH, Mr. CLEAVER, and Ms.
LEE of California.

H.R. 1646: Mr. GONZALEZ of Ohio.

H.R. 1651: Mr. TAYLOR.

H.R. 1652: Mrs. HARTZLER, Mr. OWENS, Mr.
PHILLIPS, Ms. GRANGER, Mr. BROWN, Mr. GON-
ZALEZ of Ohio, Mr. TAYLOR, Mr. NEGUSE, Mr.
McCAUL, Mr. CICILLINE, Mr. CARBAJAL, and
Miss GONZALEZ-COLON.

H.R. 1680: Mr. CLYDE.

H.R. 1695: Ms. STEFANIK and Mr. RUPPERS-
BERGER.

H.R. 1699: Mr. OWENS, Ms. CHENEY, Mr.
DUNCAN, Mr. RESCHENTHALER, Mr. HILL, Mr.
CRAWFORD, Mr. JOYCE of Ohio, and Mr.
GOODEN of Texas.

H.R. 1704: Ms. KUSTER.

H.R. 1712: Mrs. CAMMACK, Mr. IssA, Ms.
CHENEY, Ms. STEFANIK, Mr. BUCSHON, and Ms.
MACE.

H.R. 1718: Mr. GOODEN of Texas, Mr. BUR-
GESS, Mr. HAGEDORN, and Mr. GOHMERT.

H.R. 1728: Mr. CLEAVER.

H.R. 1729: Mr. MEUSER.

H.R. 1730: Mr. SOTO.

H.R. 1735: Mr. JONES.

H.R. 1750: Mr. NORMAN, Mr. BACON, and Mr.
BABIN.

H.R. 1758: Mr. KELLER, Mr. BISHOP of North
Carolina, and Mrs. LESKO.

H.R. 1761: Mr. WALBERG.

H.R. 1766: Mr. TAYLOR.

H.R. 1793: Ms. MOORE of Wisconsin.

H.R. 1794: Mrs. HAYES and Mr. SAN NICO-
LAS.

H.R.
HAYES.

H.R. 1799: Mr. STAUBER, Ms. NORTON, Mr.
KUSTOFF, Ms. BoONAMICI, Mr. IssA, Ms. SE-
WELL, Mr. BILIRAKIS, Mr. SuU0zzI, Mr.
WENSTRUP, Ms. SPANBERGER, Mr. HAGEDORN,
Ms. WILD, Mrs. HINSON, Mr. CASE, Mr. RYAN,
Ms. ROsS, Ms. SLOTKIN, Mr. RUSH, Ms. WIL-
LIAMS of Georgia, Mr. GOTTHEIMER, Mr.
RASKIN, Mr. SMITH of Washington, Mrs.
CAROLYN B. MALONEY of New York, Mrs.
RODGERS of Washington, Mr. MORELLE, Mr.
JAcoBS of New York, Ms. MENG, Ms. HER-
RERA BEUTLER, Mr. SCHRADER, Mr. FOSTER,
Mr. TONKO, Mr. CARDENAS, Mr. ESPAILLAT,
Mr. EMMER, Mr. SCHNEIDER, Mr. PAPPAS, Mr.

1795: Mr. SAN NicoLAs and Mrs.

COHEN, Mr. PRrRICE of North Carolina, Mr.
DEFAzIO, Mrs. AXNE, Mr. WELCH, Ms.
PLASKETT, Mr. HORSFORD, Mr. LAWSON of
Florida, Mr. CICILLINE, Mrs. BUSTOS, Mr.
MEEKS, Ms. MATSUI, Ms. ADAMS, Mrs.
MCBATH, Mr. HASTINGS, Ms. SHERRILL, Ms.
ESHOO, Mrs. FLETCHER, Miss GONZALEZ-

COLON, Mr. DANNY K. DAVIS of Illinois, Ms.
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SCANLON, Mrs. LAWRENCE, Ms. BARRAGAN,
Mr. MFUME, Ms. SALAZAR, Mr. CARBAJAL, Ms.
WASSERMAN SCHULTZ, Mr. VAN DREW, Mr.
BUCsHON, Mr. LEVIN of California, Mr. HUD-
SON, Mr. SABLAN, Mr. MCGOVERN, Mr.
VARGAS, Ms. VAN DUYNE, Mr. O’HALLERAN,
Mr. TAYLOR, Mrs. TRAHAN, Mr. SAN NICOLAS,
Mrs. MURPHY of Florida, Mrs. KIRKPATRICK,
Ms. STRICKLAND, Mr. DELGADO, Mr. PETERS,

Mr. PASCRELL, Mr. GARAMENDI, Mrs.
RADEWAGEN, Ms. WEXTON, and Mr. JOHNSON
of Georgia.

H.R. 1809: Ms. BROWNLEY, Mr. CARDENAS,
Mr. SEAN PATRICK MALONEY of New York,
Mr. MCNERNEY, Mr. NEGUSE, Ms. ADAMS, Mr.
GALLEGO, Mr. DESAULNIER, Mr. SIRES, and
Ms. STEVENS.

H.R. 1812: Mr. NEHLS, Mr. VAN DREW, Mr.
CRAWFORD, and Mr. BOST.

H.R. 1827: Mr. RESCHENTHALER.

H.R. 1829: Mr. VAN DREW and Mr. CARL.

H.R. 1830: Mrs. MILLER-MEEKS.

H.R. 1832: Ms. SLOTKIN, Ms. MALLIOTAKIS,
Mr. WALBERG, Mrs. BOEBERT, Mr. KILMER,
Ms. TLAIB, and Mr. LEVIN of Michigan.

H.R. 1834: Ms. CHU, Mr. GREEN of Texas,
Mr. TAKANO, Ms. MATSUI, Ms. LEE of Cali-
fornia, Mr. KiMm of New Jersey, Ms. STRICK-
LAND, Mr. JONES, Ms. ESCOBAR, Mr. HAS-
TINGS, Mr. SIRES, Ms. BARRAGAN, and Mr.
SAN NICOLAS.

H.R. 1836: Mr. MRVAN.

H.R. 1837: Mr. ZELDIN, Mr. BABIN, and Mr.
LATURNER.

H.R. 1854: Mr. PHILLIPS.

H.R. 1855: Mrs. BICE of Oklahoma and Mr.
BURGESS.

H.R. 1861: Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois, Mr.
PERRY, Ms. STEFANIK, Mr. KELLER, Mr.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

BACON, Mr. JOYCE of Pennsylvania,
ALLEN, and Mr. FULCHER.

H.R. 1864: Mr. COHEN and Mr. OBERNOLTE.

H.R. 1865: Ms. DEAN.

H.R. 1866: Mr. LUcCAS, Mr. BABIN, and Mr.
LATURNER.

H.R. 1883: Mr. GOSAR.

H.R. 1884: Mr. GALLEGO.

H.R. 1892: Mr. MOORE of Utah, Mr.
OBERNOLTE, Mr. TIMMONS, Mr. BUCHANAN,
Mr. WENSTRUP, Mr. WILSON of South Caro-
lina, Mr. MURPHY of North Carolina, Mr.
MCKINLEY, Mr. GARCIA of California, Mr.
IssA, Mr. VAN DREW, Mr. BILIRAKIS, Mr.
MOOLENAAR, Ms. MALLIOTAKIS, Mr. LATTA,
Mr. HERN, and Mr. STAUBER.

H.J. Res. 17: Ms. JOHNSON of Texas, Mr.
LAMB, Mr. HOYER, and Mr. BUTTERFIELD.

Mr.

H. Con. Res. 19: Ms. DEGETTE, Mr.
JEFFRIES, Mr. CORREA, and Ms. WILSON of
Florida.

H. Res. 30: Ms. NORTON.

H. Res. 45: Ms. DELBENE.

H. Res. 47: Ms. TLAIB.

H. Res. 104: Mr. COHEN.

H. Res. 114: Mr. BUTTERFIELD, Mrs. KiM of
California, Mr. GIBBS, Ms. TENNEY, Ms. DEAN,
Mr. LUETKEMEYER, and Ms. TLAIB.

Res. 121: Mr. EVANS and Ms. ROSS.

Res. 130: Mr. KHANNA.

Res. 131: Mr. SABLAN.

Res. 134: Mr. GREEN of Texas.

Res. 1563: Mr. OWENS.

Res. 162: Mr. JACKSON.

. Res. 196: Mr. CASTRO of Texas, Ms. PIN-
GREE, Ms. JAYAPAL, and Mr. PRICE of North
Carolina.

H. Res. 204: Ms. BROWNLEY, Mrs. NAPOLI-
TANO, Mr. MRVAN, Mr. CASE, Mr. SIRES, Mr.
COHEN, and Mr. COURTNEY.
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H. Res. 214: Mr. SUOZZI.

H. Res. 225: Mr. BLUMENAUER and Mr.
KHANNA.

H. Res. 231: Ms. McCoLLUM and Mrs. ROD-
GERS of Washington.

CONGRESSIONAL EARMARKS, LIM-
ITED TAX BENEFITS, OR LIM-
ITED TARIFF BENEFITS

Under clause 9 of rule XXI, lists or
statements on congressional earmarks,
limited tax benefits, or limited tariff
benefits were submitted as follows:

OFFERED BY MR. PALLONE

The provisions that warranted a referral to
the Committee on Energy and Commerce in
H.R. 1868 do not contain any congressional
earmarks, limited tax benefits, or limited
tariff benefits as defined in clause 9 of rule
XXI.

OFFERED BY MR. YARMUTH

The provisions that warranted a referral to
the Committee on the Budget in H.R. 1868 do
not contain any congressional earmarks,
limited tax benefits, or limited tariff bene-
fits as defined in clause 9 of rule XXI.

OFFERED BY MR. BURGESS

The amendment to be offered by Rep-
resentative BURGESS, or a designee, to H.R.
1620, the Violence Against Women Reauthor-
ization Act does not contain any congres-
sional earmarks, limited tax benefits, or lim-
ited tariff benefits as defined in clause 9 of
rule XXI.
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